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27500 EVIL DIVORCE. -- 

Fit BIRST CHAPTER, , 
— 11 Vo are of the'\Qu-Hhionrbeeing fir decheved: the ruth is proved 
- by ſchripreere :that am. having put awæy his wife for her adulteri e i ay 


Hie dutic ofman and woman ib ned in marriage 
” requiretli that they two thould be as one perſon, 
& Jeave each to other with mutuall love & likin 
nm ſociety of life, until it plæaſe God, who hath coli 
led them tog ther in this hond, to ſet th m fcc 


; | om it, and to diſſociate & ſever them by death. 
. a Bor the inordinat fanſies & deſires of our cqrrupt 
; e nature have ſo inveigeled Adams ſeede iu qianic 
. + * * 7 was « * 7775 * # 


e e eee 28 
places, chat men have accoſtomed ro put awa1>theit ies vppon ever 
trifling miſlike & diſcolitent<metit : yea Ileus ft poſed theſthes to 
be warranted by Gods i lawe to doe it, ſo that whoſoever put away his 


not be made for any cauſe {ave whoredome onely. For Whoſocwer 
. | he) ſh all put away his Wife except it be for Whor edam. and ſhall 2 another 
duch commit adi lte ie and who ſo marreeth her wich is put away doth comit ad 
|| wlterie, Now about the meanin 
| | more fully by by on of the: Euãge 
hath a doubt ariſen: and div erſe men enen 
es time have been of diverſe mindes. 15 re 

For m my of the Fathers have gathered thereupon, that ita mans 


gof theſe words of '& hriſt expreſſed 
1 


[1 
| wife comitred whoredom & fornication, he might not oncly put her a 
way, but marrie another. Som: 0:2-r3, and a:nongthem na ici S. 
o a . -. of 0 * 438 ; - 
Aaſtire, have thought that the man might pat away his wie but mar 
rie another he might not, . 


W 


We wi” by 
wt : 4 * —— 5 
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2 Gene. 2.20 
Mat 19.5. 5 F4 * 
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wife gave het: a bill of divorcerm*ar, This perrerſe opinion. & errour / 


Deu 24.r 


ot theirs our Sar1our Chriſt reproved teaching that diyorcements may z. x 
2 36K, (euch HAT 


> ns 


{ts,by®orhcrs more ſparingly, ther: et th , 
rom th-primative church 9M - x 
n FG RET. ER, l , 


» * #; 
vE.*4 2 4 


— 


£ : ES 3 2 


Ft 


. 
nne Scholedevins of later years, & the Canoniſts, as for moſt parte 
een did likewiſe follow him 


' rheywered adigteh g. | . 
5 ri oy their doctrine for Catholique , have 1 


kerein t che Mmaitteining their doctr 
ee eee er ene opinion. Bur ine in our f 
daicsfhie'lighr of good learning both for artes and tongues hath ſhy- | 
ned more brightly by Gods moſt gratious goodnes then in the forin. 
er ages, and the holly ſctiptures by che helpe thereof have been the bet- 
ter underſiSod? the Paſjors & Doctors of the 5s 7.0 * churches have 
percil ſhared; that ifa mans wite defile her ſelſe with fornicatiõ, 
he may noronelyputher away by Chtiſts doctrine but alſo marrie an- 
other, Wherein that they reach agreeably to the truth, and not erro 
ncouſly, as Ieſuits & Papilts do falſly charge them. Iwill make ma- 
nifeſt . (through Gods aſſiſtance)by expreſſe words of Chriſt, 
the truth it ſeite. And becauſe our adverſaries doe weene that the cõ 
trarie hercof is ſtrongly proved by ſundtie. arguements & obiections, 
which twoof their neweit writers Bell.the Ieſuit & a nameleſſe author 
of an Engliſh panphlet, have dilligenely laied together; For the farther 
cWöClwKkẽaring therefore of the matter, & taking awaic of doubts & ſcraples, 
FVI ill ſet dove al there obiectiõs in order, firſt out of the ſcriptures, 
. then of fathers laſt ofreaſons and anſwer everie one of themparticu | 
larly. So ſhall it pra to ſuh as are not blinded witlra fore conceived 
2 opinion & preiudice, chat whatſoever ſhew of prbabilitics are brought ' 
f to the contrarie, yet the truth deliverd by our Saviour Chriſt allowerls | 
1 him whoſe wife commitreth ſornieation, to put her away, and to mar 
elt 19.1. The proofe hocteofis eridnnt it the words of Chriſt be waiedin the 
| nienteuth Chapter af S, At. goſpel For when the Phariſes aſking 
bim a queſtion, whether it were lawfull for a man to put away his wife 
for every catſe, recieved anſwer that it was not, and thereupon faide un 
to him, h did Moſes commande to give a bill of divorcemenb and to put her a 
way : Our d viauer ſayde unto them.; Moles fuffered you becauſe of the hard 
nes of your harre to put awaye your wifes ; But from. the begiuning it was not 
. eAnd{ ſay vnto you, that whoſds ver, ſhal put away his wife, except it bee 
for mhoredom nd ſhall marric another goth comit adultery: nd who fo marri- 
eth her that is put awaie, doth comit adultery. | | 
Nov this in ſentẽce, the elauſe of exception excrpe it be for whoredom.,]} 
Adoth argue that he commitre h not aduſterie, who, having put away his 
'wife for whoredom marrieth another. h 58 
IN But hee muſt needs commit it in doeing ſo unleſſe the bande of mar = 
Go. a tiage bee looſed and diſſolved. For who fo marrieth another as long 
detits. as de ist bound te the ſormert is an adulterer. Ihe band then of mar- 
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And it the band belooſed, the man may marry another: ſeing it is : 


. 
* 


to marrie another, 
queſtion, if the firſt parte and propnſition of it be proved to be true. 


The firſtł they 


— — 6 4-296 neceſſarily conclude the point in ct arena: 
' Tom 2 conte 
For there is no controverſie of any of the reſt: beinge all grounded on # de ma 

ſuch vndoubted principles of ſcripture and reaſon, that our adyerſa- cap r5.140t. 5 
; ries themſelves admit and graunt them all, e pale 


| . R F. ER - . if. 1 5 Pays” de * 
i} riage is looſed & diſſolved betwene that man 8& wife who are put aſſunn - 
der and divorced for whoredome. | Tos . 
de. N 
1 ** . . 5 * 1, 0. a 
refore it is lawfull for him who hath pur away his wifẽ for whoredomm — i 


| :Pampuler? 
. : . Sat, erm his ta + 
denieto weete thatthe clauſe of exception in Chriſts racion vr Ee 


: 4 ire _ difcourſe tow- 
ſpeechſ except it befor whordeme)] doth argue that the micommirethnor rr 


adulterie, who, having put awate his wife for whoredome, marrieth an- fulneſſe of + 


other, And to overthrowethis propoſition, they doe bring ſoudry an- — 
ſwers and evaſions, The beſt of all which as Bellauma avoucheth, is, that nien x | 


thoſe wordsſ except it be for whoredome jare not an exception, For Chriſt 


cat :onem. 
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vey 


—— he ment- thoſe warde except for u·horedome !] nor 4s an exception.,, "Nifiob fory* 


at As ane gan. 
except for whoredome that. ts to ſaie 2 without the eaugſẽ of whoredome & h.  fordicagin 
 marrie another. doth com adulterie.Whereby it is affirmed that, he 1 lte e 


rer who having put awaie his Wife without the eauſe of whoredome marrietli an- 3 


other: but not hong is ſayde tout luug him who marricth anot her, having put aVyay 
bus former wiſt for whoredome. In deede this evaſion might have for 
collour for it if theſe words of Chriſt[excepr xt be fir Whoredome were not 
an exception. Burt neither hath Bellarwin, ought that may ſuffice for 
the proofc hereof and the verie text ofthe ſcriprureirſclicis ſoecleare 
againſt him, that he mutt of neceſſitie give over his houlde, For the 
principal pillar wherewith he — — it, is S. e Auſtins judgemẽt conjig lib. 2 
who hath ſo expounded it in his firſt booke touching adulterous marri 8 


Nou of that treatiſe d. n Auſtin. ſaith himſclfe in his retractatiõs / Iib. „ ca. 5. 
have writtẽ two bookes touching adulterons mariapes,as neere a could according 7 
to the ſcriptuers being defirons to open & looſe the knotts of a oft difficult 2 5 
er. ie h her her I have done foe that, no Ruort is teft therem, 7 know 
wot ; ay rarher Tperceave that, f- have not dune it perfittly,and throughly al 
though 7 haue opened many ereeckes there of. as whoſoever readeth wit 1 : 
ment maydiſcerne. S. «Anguitin, then acknowiedgeth that the- 
re are fome wants and imperfections in that worke which they may ſee 
who reade with iudgment. And whether this that Bella doth al- 
leage out. ofit, deſerve not to fal within the compaſſe of that cenſure l 
appeale to their iudgment who have cies ſce:For S. Auguſtin thought 
| ij that 
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Ide adultetia 


Soo that, the ſence is Whoſoever ſhall put awaie bis wife,” 2. Exc, OP 
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| De . cia * 
jus lib. . that the worde in th originat of S. Adab. goſpel, had by cne proper ſig. 
A * 


e . nification of it, imported a negation rather then an exception. And 
Es . he ſneweth by laying that — * Lu. tranſlation. hath + Large, 
· 


A rater cauſi 
Foruicationis 


5PareRos Ld- 


ou por neias. 5 thattheſamewor 


whoredom., Ju. the Gricke text it is rather read 4 Without the cauſe of whoreds: 
Suppoling belike( whcther by Dipp ot memory ot —— 
: which were uſed before in the fiſt Chapter of S. 


| pores. Math. Goſpel to the ſame purpoſe, were uſed alſo iu this place: wher 
; JEzepts , as here they s differ, and are wel expreſſed by that in the latin by which 
tens. S. Auſtim- thought they were not ſo wel. Houben, if they had been 
Sf the fame with the form x; yet neither ſo might Bel. alloue his opini- 
Fus det en- on j confidering that the comon latin tranſſation (which Papitts by 
| ceo their Councel of Trent are bound to ſtand to undet payne of Curle, ex- 
Soeptusgiat preſſeth thoſe Iikewiſe as a plaine exception. | | 
' $zm2u9 Which in de. de agreeth to the right and natural meaning ofthefpar 
| 1 5 255 _ ticle, as ® the ike writers uſe it in like conſtruction : even then to, whe 
„* *% it Hath as it c xe a link leſſe to tie it unto that meaning. Whereſore 
Ele- den if" S. Auſtius niſtakingof che worde & ſignific ation thercoſ is noe ſuffit i 
* ent warrant for Bell. to ground on, iat hi y muſt be taken ſo. As for 
Len, t BE e both theſe particles be taken xc prively - 
* Ads «  oftei times, yer nta) they alſo beraken Ocheruiſesfirh on of them is u- 
1 ſed id the Rexclatio as ax: ade u an excperverthis maketh much 
,5.4.c.21.27, Left for provoke of his aftertion. Er what if it be uſed there as an ad- 
/ 11 8 whete the matter treated of; & the tenour of the ſentence doe 
: manifeſtly argue that it muſt be taken ſo? Muſt it therefore be taken 
K ſo in this place whereof ourqucſtion is? or doth Bollar. prove by any 
7 circumſtance of the text, that here it may be taken ſo? No, Neirhct 
; ſairh · he a wordetp.this purpols, Why men: ioneth he then that it may 
| be raken Ce RR a is in the Reyelaton, for an adverſative parti- 
cle? Truly I knew not unleſſe it be 0 ſhew that he can wrangle, and 
3 plate the cave lling ſophiſter in ſœming to gainſay & diſprove his adver 
ſarie, when in truth he coth not. Or perhaps, ther gh he durſt not ſay 
for the particulgr;chatit is takẽ herę as an adverſative,which.he:could + 
not but molt-abſyrdly. Vet he ſhguhht it poliio breed a ſurmiſe the 
re of or thegenzrall -, that ſhallower cohceits might imaginahothet 
ſence therein t hey knew rot whatsandthey whoſe braſen faces thould: 
(crre them thereto,might- inpudencl\ brableahatour ſenceisnot cer 
4 . taine becante anigthęr is poſſible, ev as alew beinę preſſec ByaChriſtiã 
en withtheplace of a E, Þchoukiea an gin. aliterierve, and bring forth a 
2 ov, 30.10 Sexncſhouldanſwer that the Hrbrue u orde tranſſatcd #rora, may be 
. taken othryil fichthatin the Zroverbs it ſignifietli a married womã: 
at læaſt one tht is not a.. irgin in dec on ha would fkeme to be 
er 


Rr 


— — ===>, 


„ „e 


es Nay if ſome of Bell. ſchollars ſhould ſay that words malt be 
upplied to mike it perfect ſence, rather than their Maieſter bee caſt of 
a sa wran 
or eis th 


Er 
into the fire. For adverſarive particles ithport an oppoficion & con- 


trariety unto the ſentence againſt which they are broiight in. Now, 
the ſenrence is, that who ſo putteth away his wife & marrieth anbi her, doth 


com mit adlulterie. 


Wherefore he by conſequent, committeth not adulterie WhO doth 
ſo for whor dome If the pirti le be 4dverſarive,and miuſt havewords 
accordingly ſuppliedʒ & nuderſtood to make the ſence perfect. Thus 
the ſhift & cavit which Bell. hath draw en out et the dolible tſleaning of 


th: Greike worde, is tit het ydiè & beatetꝶj the a1er;or ifit ſtrike 55 it 
ſtriketh himſelte, and 1 deadly wound. Vea titat which 


he ſought to confurcyhe hath-confirmedihere 
harh onely two fignifications exceptive, & adver 


e hath confirmed ihefeb Fot ſich the worde 
ve, neithet durſt he 


- 
14 


ſay that it is vſed here as an adverſative, it followeth he muſt graute 


to he an e 


5 5 — the place __ tranſlated in our Enlichſh/ag 


able to the other in the 5, of Mat Yr! for horte whichias - 


in ch:it authenti-alllatintext alſd 


oth out of conitov-rfic beroken | 


an exception:Havin wy paſſages thereſore ſhutt againſt him for _— 
the 


ing this way, he fleet 


Ard ibis he ſaitfi ) 


toannother ſtarting hole: to wect, that if 


ceth ſor the maintnance of S. Auſt. anſwtr. For 


worde b-raken excer ag yet may it be an exception negative.” 


#4 RALEXCEPTIONS 6 re 
ig that cauſt, u het her it be ſufficient to excuſe allulterit or noe j and this it an- 


fd boſoe ver 


when 
en 


excepted, rr 


put dvvay bis wife excepting the cauſe of whoreds 


ndnd qjdeetie - ther fe of whoredonL, may be 
her bevinſe . that coſe it is rat adilterivto marric anvther;g9-this 


> affirnzateve : or becauſe nothing is pre ently determined touch 


fon. negative, which M that S. Aultambracd he didwel.twould toe 


except 
| God Bk had S. Anſt. modeſty. Then would he bea(tiamed to chargs 


ſuch a man wiith imbracing ſuch whoriſhfilth of his owe facſiing, ar” 


in diſtinction of negative and affirmrtice exception he dot FO) 
hee: handeleth it ſoc lewdely and perv.rſcly , by callin 


g that afin 


— r 


Ps Ln — . — — 4 — % 


bare, 


r 5 — — 
* ” 


trod. 22.20 


Mat. 10.18. 
11. 2.29. 


hill. 4. 0 


* 
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eth him to commit adulterie Who putting away his wife for whordame ma-. 
rieth another, is an exception negative, but Bellarmin ſaith thay this were 
an exception affirmatire. Vea which is more ſtraunge in a man learn 
que (But what can artes helpe hen men 


rp — — > 
— 


- 


Pay. 6. __ „ 
tive which in deede is negative, & by arouching rhat to bee negative, 
whichis not: as if he had madea covenir with his lips to lye, treading 
in the ſteps of thoſe wick ed wretches oſ whom it is written ſ woe unte 


them that ſayt bat good is evil. and evil goa. For the proofe where of it 
is to be noted that an exception is a particular propoſition cõtradicto 
rie to a gencaall: So that if the general propoſition be afſirmatve, the 


exception is negi tive, and if the propoſition be negative contrariewiſe 
che exception is affirmarive, 5 | 3 : 
As for exſamples ſake Ic that ſacrificeth to am Gods ſave to the Lorde ſhall 
be deſtroyed faith Moſes in thelawe. The propoſition is affirmative, 
He that ſacrificeth ts ods ſhalbe deftro 
Hz that ſacrificetis re the Lordſhall nat be deſtroye 
ene, eue God (aith Chriſt in the Goſpell. The propoſition is ngative, 
There e en The exception affirmative. One « good even- God x I 
would ro God that all (faith Paul to Agri 
ether ſuch as , except theſe bonds. The propoſition affirmarive. [ 
ſo that all that heare me wereſuch as I am. altogether. The exception ne 
gatine. wiſh nor in- bonds they were ſuch as Iam. Y No Church did 
Communicate with me in the account of gromg &-recervmg ſavmg you onelvlayth 
th: ſamepaule to the 1 


exception athrmative Ian of Philipps dd 


Lkewiſe al the reſt of expoſitions adioyned to general propoſitions, _ 
though the markes and tokens of g-neraliityſometimes lic hiddẽ inthe 


Propoſition, ſoe of dnying ox affirming doe in the exception: Vet it is 


Jaine 8; certein that in the propſitio & enceptiõ matched with it are 
of contrarie quallity, the oneaffirmative,itthe other negative, & ne 


2 if the other affirinative, Which being ſo: ſce now the Ieſuits 


ing, how falfly and abſurdly he ſpeaketh againſt truth and reaſon. 

For {ith inChriſts ſpeach roching Diuorcement for whoredomeʒ the 
ropoſition is affirmative Wheſoever ſhall put away his wife, and marme an 
aber, doth commit adulterie: it followeth that the exception which deny 


ed and knowing rules Sr! | nme! 
are given over by Gods iuſt iudgemnt to the ir owneluſts anderrors?): 


he entiteleth it an exception affirmative, even then and in the ſame 
place when and where himſelſe having ſet it downe inthe wordes goe- 
ing immediatly-next before, 


ad given it the marke of a negative, 
And as no abſur- 


thus, ft ic net Adulterte to marrie annother , 
| , ditie 


eftroyed, The exception negative. 
du Ther: is — 7 


— heare me this daye were | 


| * ſhe Propoiition negative, V 
Church didc omnicate with me in the account of groing & receumg. The 


58582 - fn. 0 AM. COLODY &D3y ms 
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| Of rhe lenfulner of Nleriage. P27 

ditic doth lightly come alone, he addech fault to fault, ſaying that this 
is an exception negative, Whey. no thing is preſently determined touching 
the cauſe Nohether u be ſufficent; to excuſe aduiterie or no. So firſtto denie with oe 
hi m Vas to affirme: and next, to ſay nothing, now is to deny, Vet there 5. A — 
is a rule in Law that h: who faith nothing, dieneth not. Belike 28 they jucis, 
coyned vs ncuw DivinitiatRom-:ſfo they will new Lawe and newLod 
giqu= too. Houocit, i᷑theſe principles ber allowed therein by the Ie 
luits authoritie, that negative is aftirmarive & to ſay noughtis negati- 
ve: I ſee not but al heretikes & vngodly perſons, nay as wel as Ieſuits, 
mainteyne hat they liſt, & impudentiy fice it out with like diſtincti- 
ons, For it an adverlarie of the H,Ghott ſhould be controuled by that 
wy reade to the(orinthians®*T he things of God lo eh no manu, but the ſpie 
re of Jod: His anſwer( after Bella mins patterne) were readie , that this 
provethnor the ſpirit of (50d to knouw thoſe thiugs, becauſe it might 

ea negative exception. impoi ting that S. Paul wolude determine no- 
thing preſently there of. Ifone who diſpaired of the mercie of God oxec · il. 3 
through concience of his ſine, & treſpalſ 


— 
— a at 


aS. 2. , 


Y 
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es ſhould be put in minde of 
Christs ſpeach to ſinners Tree ſhall all periſh except yce repent}; He migt re- 
plie thereto that che exception is negative: a d this though not in the 
former poynt, yet here were true; but to make it ſer e his humour. He 
muſt expound: it with Beſfar miu, that Chriſt doth not determiu what 
fall become of the repentat. If a vſuret ſhould be toulde that hefis for 45e 84; 
bidd-n to 25 forth par, Uſarie, d or to tabę encreaſe:&a theefe that he is e per 28. 
ecommanded To labour & Woorkę, &Mſo to cate his obyne breade; they might , 18. 
(if they had learned to imitate Bellumim)deſend their trades both, the 8 
one by affirming, that to forbidd a thing is to ſay nothing of it, the o- 
ther, that ro cominandebetokeneth to forbid. Ina worde, Whatſo er 

opiuiõ were ebene action as wicked,out of the (cr? ꝓtures 
denouncing death eternall and paynes of hell thereto. che ſe d and 

> | diſobedient might ſhi t the ſcriptures of, by gloſing thu, yon them 

{ rhatfalſcisrrue&wicked holy:lite mentbydeath,8&,caren.by hell: * 

| | Oc if th!" Papitts them-fetves would condemne #:45 Rinde of d iſtin- 


Sense 
5 | 


V4 


- 


ilhing and c Ru places , as ſeinceleſſi and ſhameleſſe: then 
t them give the ſani: ſentence of Bellarming that neg. tive is afirma- 
tive, and to ſay nothing is to denis Whach whether they doe, or not 
Iwil, with the canſer aud liking{I douhe not of all indifferent iudges, 
and Godly minded min who love thæ truth and not contencion, con- 
55 clude, that theſe lying gloles of chæſeſuuss doe not become aChriſtian. 
J And ſecingit is proved that ail exception negative is not a preteriti- 
| on or paiſing over a thing in Glence (which if {brit had ment, hee 
| could haye * with fitt vwrds, as wiſc men are vont) but a fiat 
e | B ty denying, 


* \ 
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2 8250 NEE arid 1 cxeepion But our Englith Pamphletter 
| all. And. Dey if it were lay ull to teilt in theſe 
5  wottywhich nor tavofull: thi Pachp bree miglit ſeeme to har: thewed 
I 9 Pc herein then Bellows 
* mẽt doe łnbw e that this were It=ady\ way to make the (criprure a noſe 
8 of ware and leaden rule (as t Pghuit doth blaſphemouſly tearme it) if 
every one may adde not what tfie circunſtances and matter of the text 
er 3. ſhewerh'to hee wiring, but what himſelf 1 to 2 ſuch ſenſe ther 
1 of as pleafzth his conceit and fanſie. Th? gs of words 
£ by ſundry authors into this veryp place and the Sede re x it thereby to 
8 | ſandy ſenſes may (to go noe further) ſuſficientiy diſcover the fault & 
| inconvenience of at Kinde of dealing. 
a6. For h the Biſhop of Auila ſapplictht in this manner Whoſe putteth 44 
* hu wit, except it bee for whores, thoug h be ere le commit 
9 be rt an Whoſo Piitteth her pe 2 1 * 6 
0 
U 


— other; ; doth cummit adutterit, Freier Alphonſi hp F 
Ake adver leth this imerpteration,partly as too dene for thruſfing 
Neru z. words: partly as ene for the former braun, hof ig ſich 
teth away his wife, rot wet on 5 fhough hecaul; f ; 

— doth not himſcife romanit 4 onleſſe hee x anather.  Where- 

ypon the Frier would have it thus ſu uppl lied rather. kr. Whoop 7 (v4) 

| b m note other cauſe but for Whoredowe,and marrieth auoth er doth commit 
| Alulterie. But this though it have not ſde many words ae as the 
is Biihop of Auilas, yet in rruth it is more violently forced inſt; the na- 
| turall meaning & dtiftofthe text.” For by adding theſe words Not ir 
| other cauſt, his purpoſcis to ſay, that whoſo putteth away his wife for noe 
E-. cauſe bur for whoredome yet committeth adulterie, if hee matrie an- 
4 other; much more 1 hee marrie — put away his wife oe any other 


cauſe. 


is generall ſpeech the | 


ur men 2 fvnderſtanding & iudg 
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17 Dpen- a laivfull Divorce, Pa.. 
cauſe. And ſo is Chriſts ſpeach in effect made cleane contrarie to that 
whict;his one words doe give he ſaying Whoſoever ſhall put away his 


Wife ,except'zt be for whoredomm: and the Frier forceing him to ſay Whoſoe 


ver ſhallput a away his wife although it be for whoredom, and ſhall marrie ano- 


ther, doth commit adulterie. x Nicolas of Lira beeing as in time more aun- 
cient then the frier, ſoe mor- ſincere and ſingle in handeling the ſerip- 
ture, ſaith that other words mult be inrerpoſed to the ſupplying ot it 
thus. Mhoſe ver putteth away h*s Wife except it be for. whordomæ-, ſiunet h, and 
dat hʒ agataſt the lawe of marriage; and whaſo mæ riet h another doth commit ad- 
ulterie. Wuerin though ne dæale leſſe vyolently with the text, then 


kln Matt. 19. 


doe the frier and the Biſhop: yet he offendeth alſo in their licentious 


humour of adding to the ſcripture, where nothing was wanting, & ma 
king it ther by to ſpcake that which he thinkech, w heras he thould have 


tearned to thinke that wk ich it ſpeaketh. Vea Bell, himſelfe acknou· ledg 


eth that they all were overleene herein, albeeit cenſuring them with gen 
tler words, as he is wont his favorits and freinds For the explicatior:s 
(faith hejwhich the Biſhop of Auila, Alphonſus a Caſtro aud others have de- 
wviſed,are no tſo probable. | a 

But why ſhould theſe be noted by him as improbable, yea denye d 
ui orthy the reherſal, and that of his owne,though adding inthe like 
ſorte, which is not lamful, be allowed as probable, yea magnified as moſt 
true by the pamphletter? The reaſon which they both, or rather 
which Bell. for the pamphletter doth no more here but Englithe him, 
as neither els where tor the moſt parte, though hebragg not thereof: 


the reaſons then which Be/l.doth preſſe out of the text to breed a per- 


ſuaſion in his credulous ſchollars that this inter poſition is probable & 
likely, are pr-\ſ-d indeed according to the proverb The hing ing of 
the noſe cauſeth bloode to com out. For he ſaith that Chriſt did not place 
the exception after thoſe words And ſhal murry another, but ſtreight af- 


* 


ter thoſe whoſoever ſhall put ayvay and liłęwiſe When, he added, and mhoſo 1870. 36 


marrieth her that is put away committeth adulterie he did not ioyne thereto, 


Except it be for Whoredon. : to the intent that be might ſue we that the cauſe of 
whoredoms doth onely m the putting away to be lamſull, & not the celebrating 


of anewe marriage zoo. And how doth he prove that Chriſt did ſo place 
th>exception in the former clauſe to this intent? or to this intent did 


omit it in the latter?Nay he proveth it nor; it is but his cõiecture, like 


a ſicke mans dreame. Vnleſſe this goe for a proofe, that Chriſt did 
hot ſo place it before without cauſe, nor omit it afterwarde without 


cauſe. Which if he meant it ſhould, it was for want of a better. ForChriſt 


did not theſe things without cauſel graunt I herefore he did theme. for this cauſe; 


iv foloweth not. S. Paule, having occaſion to cite a place ofſcriptuere 
55 : ©: | 


doth 


— 
one SOD, 
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viour berwet the two braunches of his {peech. And that with ſo much 


greater reaſon in my iudgment becauſe it he had placed it after the la- 


— And ſbell marry æuot her, the words 3 except for wheredom might have 


eemed ro ſignifiic that it were lawful for a man having pur a way his 
wife for any cauſe to marrie another. if hee could not conteine; as it is 
writtẽ 4 Becauſe of whoredom- let everie mam have his wife where now , the 
exception being ſet before( the phariſes whoſe queſtion Chriſt therein 
did anſwer) could gather no ſuch poyſõ out of his words: to feed their 
error: but they muſt needs accknowledg this to be his doctrine, that a 
man may not put away his wife for every cauſe, & marrie another, bur 
for whoredom onely. As for Chriſts omitting of the exceptiõ afterwrd 
Bell. himſelfe wil quickly ſee there might be another cauſe thereof, it he 
conſidder how S. Pax! repeating this doArine of Chriſt doth wholly o 
mitt the N e wy neverthe leſſe muſt needs be ſupplyed & un- 
deritoode. For why doth S. Paul ſay that to married perſons,the Lords 
— comandement ; Let not the Wife departe from ber huſband, & let not the 

uſband put avwaie his wiſe, wirhout adding to either parte. except it be for 


woreden which the Lord did add? Bell. greateſte Doctor ſaith hee o- 


mitted it Becauſe it was very well knowen moſt notorius. If then Paul 
had reaſon to omitt it wholly becauſe it was ſo wel know ẽ: Hoe much 
more iuſtly might Chriſt in parte omitt it for the ſame cauſe, having 
mencioned it imediatly before, & made it knowẽ thereby? Cheefſy ſee- 
ing chat as he framed his ſpeech to mens undeſtãding, ſo did he follow 
the cõmen uſe of men therein. And if I ſhould ſay upon the like occaſio 
whoſoever draweth his ſword, except he be a magiſtrate, & killeth a mam. com- 
wexceterh murder;and Whoſocuer abbetth him. that killeth « man. committeth 
murder: what man offence and reaſon would not thinkeI ment the ex 
—_— ſer downe in the former ſentence ng mãqellers pertein- 

tothe later of there abbetters alſo, and uttered once muſt r 


| m2eor.&17. goth ſet it dou ne thus Com ee out from among the, (ſeperate pour ſelves be 
ö | ſaith the Lorat,and touch no unc lean thug. Hcrein he hath placed the wor wn 
1 des ſaith the Lord, not after touch noe unclean thing , but after /eperate or in 
ſelves, This did he not without cauſe, What ? for thiscauſe therefore fi 
1 that he might reſtraine the words, ſath the Lord, to the former braun en 
| 2167.53 48 not pertaining to the latter alſo ? No for it appeateth by then pro- | w 
2 het Eſay that they belong to both. It is to be thought then, that tile { 
1 pirit of God who doth nothing without cauſe, did move Taule for / ve 
| ſome cauſe to place them ſoe. Perhaps for perſpicuitye & comodioul- at 
neſſe of giving other men therby to ar the rather that both | te 

the wordes goeing before, & coming after were quallified with ſaith the g 

Lord .which is to be likewiſe thought of the exceptio placed by our Sa- tl 
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- Open- a lawſull Diverce, | Pag, 71. 
both ? yea even in the former too, who would not thinke that my mea 
ning were the exceptiõ ſhould teach, uuto both the braunches ot draw 


firſt, as if I had ſaid, whoſoever drawcth his (word (Which none may doe 
except he be a magiffrate)and killeth a man, comitreth murder ? yet one 


ing the ſword, & killing a man; not to be abridged & tyed up unto the 


who were diſpoſed to play the Ieſuits parte, might thus expound my ne 


ſpeech, and ſay I taught thereby that Peter in deede was 1ultly repro- 
ved tor drawing his {word though, he killed not : But magiltrates are 
authorized to draw it, and noe more, not to put men, to death, and: 
to take vengeannce on him that doth eYill. Neither ſhould he doe mee 
greater wrong. there in by making mee to ſpeake cõtrarie to ſcripture, 
then Bellumin doth Chi by the like depraving of the like ſentence. 
But if all theſe reaſomꝭ will not perſuade his ſcholars, that in (briſts 
ſpeach the exception of whoredome is to bee extended to both the 
points jointly of putting away & marrying: and that Bell, adding theſe 
words, which is not lau full, did vnlaw fully ſow a patch of humaine 
raggs to the whole garment oſGods molt preciõs word: behold their 
owne doctrine allowed and eſtabliſhed by the Councel of Trent, ſhall 


t Rom. 


force them, will they, nill they to tee it & acknowledgit. For if the ex- | 


ception bee ſotyed onely to the former point: Then a man may not 
putt away his wife for any canſe ſave for whoredome,ne not from bed 
and boord, as they rearme it, that is, from mutuall companie & ſociety 
of life, although he marry not another. But the Councel of Trent pro- 
nounceth & d. ſineth, that there are many cauſes, for the which a man 
may put au/ ay: his wife from bed and board, wherefore the Papiſts (no 
remedi-) mult graunt that the exception caunot ſo bee tyed vnto the 
former point onely. And therefore whereas Bell. layeth further that he 
thinketh it is: S. T homas of e Aquines opinion that kgs Words ſhould bee 
expounded ſo and Trrom ſeemeth ſome what to bee of the ſamtminde : the 
Papilts peradventure wil bee faine to ſay that Bellarmin, was deceived 
herein. For els not onelie /erow of whom they reckon leſſe but x Tho- 
n. of Aquine the ſcunct of Saints & chiefeſt light of the Church of Rome 
ſhalbe convinced of errour, even by the Councell of Trents verdi&. , 
And theſe conſideracions doe likewiſe ſtopp the paſſage of another 
ſhift, which is cooſin german to rhe laſt intreated of, & Bell. prayſeth it 
alike, To weete that the words commit ter h «dulterie, muſt br ſupplied c& un- 
derſtood in the Rs of Chrifts ſentence thus:Whoſoever putteth away his 
Wife except it be for 
conmitteth æ dulterie. x Salam did wiſely iudg that ſhee was not the mo- 
ther of the childe who would have irdevided; but ſhee who deſired it 
might beefayedentier, . 
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edome,commiteth adulterie, & whoſo marrieth another FU T4 
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Surely the Ieſuite hath not thoſe bowels of kinde and loving affection ſed 
to wards Chriſts ſentence that a Chriſtian ſnould. who can finde in his rie 
heart to have it devidedʒ & of one living body, namely; M hoeſoe ver put- E ©j6 
rerh away his wife except it bee fir whoredome and, marrieth anot ber, commuecth U po 
adulterie, made as it were two pecces of à dead carkas, the firſt, whoſoe ven an 
putterh away his wife except it bee for woredome, commitec h adulterie the fecal | thi 
whoſo marcherh another cometh adulterie. Which dealing, beſide the incõve fa 
nience of making the {.rpitn ere a noſe of waxe& leaden rule if men cli 
may add what pleaſeth them, ſpecially it they may maugle ſenteces, c 
chop them 1680 parts: but beſide this miſchief here it hath agrea ly 
ter, that Chriſt moſt true and holly, is made thereby to ſpeake an un- cg 
trueth, For a man may put away his wife for other cauſe, then for ſee 
wnoredom, and yet not commit aduleri: himſelfe. Yes he committ- th: 
ech it (ſaith Bell. r- his wifes adulterie whereof, he was, the cauſe by puttug — (et 
her wanifHy away, But I replie that it is one thing to cauſe his wife to co 8 
EE mit it, another to cõmit it him ſelfe. And Chriſt when he was mynded re 


Froiei autin to note theſe ſeveral faults, did it with ſeveral words 5 expreſſing them 1 
 moichaſhid® accordingly. Moreover, undritanding the tearme, #0 put aWay , not te 
6Apolvein AS 6 the force thereofdoth yeeld, & Chriſt tooke it for the loofing of | of 
„ ihe band of marriage, but tor a ſeperation from bed and boord onely, | it 
3 | of 
ſt 

( 


* * 


as Bell. underſtandeth it · He. cannot allowe the ſentẽce which he fathe 

reth on Chriſt, though ſo expounded, vithout either condemning 
ofthe Trent Councel, er beeing himſelfe coudemned by it. — 
For if whoſoever ſeperateth his * from him, but for whoredome, t 
doth commit adulterie in cauſing her to commit it: Then is it a ſinne f 
enn tit de TO ſeperate her for any cauſe ſave tor whoredome, Ifir be a ſinne the t 
Adirotijs. Church oſ Rome craſh in houlding & decrecing that ſhee may bee ſe t 
perated for ſundry other cauſes. But whoſgever faith that the hure h er { 

5 

f 

{ 

( 

0 

| 

| 

| 


Sell. a4. can. reth herein, is accurſed by the r 
35... _ therefotedothconſequently.curle Bellamm. if he ſay that Chriſt ſpake | 

his words in that ſence, in which he conſtrueth them. And doth it I 

 blib.c-ntra not curſe beLi uft 1 ?alſo & <T he ophulatt,whom Bell. alleageth as laying 5 

Aua iar 1. the ſame? at leaſt it declareth that in the Councels iudgment, thefa- | 

bers miſſexpounded the Scriptures ſometimes, even thoſe verryepla- 

ces on which the Papiſts cite them as ſounde interpreters of the Scrip 

1 ture. Now the ſpeech of Chriſt being cleared & ſaved entier from all 

: cauils, the meaning thereof is plaine, as I have ſhewed,tharhe who ha- 

ving put away his wife for whoredo mattieth anothetr cõmitteth not 

_  adultenie. For ſo much importeth the exceptõ negative of the cauſe of ä 
whoredõ, oppoſed to the 7 5 affir marie propoſitio,wherwithour / 


Savidur anſwered the que ö ofthe phariſies touching divocremẽts u- } 


> 


— ſed | 
"Aa, 
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ſed by thelewes, who putting awaye there wives for any cauſe did mar : 


w - a N ; 
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rie others. 3:03 1 
Theonely reaſñ of adverſaries remayning to bee anſwered,ſtood vp 
pon, & vrged bydheti as moſte effectuall, & forcible to the contrarie, is 
an example of like ſentences: from which, fith che like coneluſiõ ( ſay 
they) cannot be inferred, as wee in ferre of this, the inferrence of this is 
faultye. And faultie(T graunt) they might elteeme it iuſtly if the like co 


cluſions coulde not bee dramen from the like ſentences. 


-  BurJett the examples; uhich they bring for pooſe here of be trouß 
ly ſifted: & it will appeare that either the ſentences are vnlike, or the ſiłke het” 
conclufions may bee inferred of them.For of three ſentences propo- ,, 

ſed to this end;rne firſt is out of Scripture in 8, James Epiſtle 4T hn. 
that, knoweth no to doe well, and doth it not, to hm there is ſin. A 

ſentence though in ſnewe vnlike to that of Chriſtis, for the propoſition 

& ecception bothfyet having in deede thef orce of the like, if it be thus 
reſolved, To him. that. doth nat well, except hee know not how to doe well there + + - 

is ſm, And why mayit not becVncluded here of, that there is nò ſinn 

to him, who knowerh not how to doe well, & dor iy it nat? becauſe there are ſims 

of ignoraumco( ſnith Bellmim ee who knowerh not bum to due well, & dorh 
it not, ſennen h, though ieſſe teu hee that. offendeth-wirringly. , kou not wur 

ther this be a ſinne of ignoraunce in Bellarmir,, , or not, that when he 

ſhould ſay(if he will check the cõcluſion) there is ſinnè torgnorant; he ſpith 

(as if that were all one) the ignoraunt. ſinnerh, Betwene which two things 

there is a great difference in S. Iamæ tis meauing. For S. nes inthe A martia un 
ſe words there is ſinne to him, doth ſpeake emphatically, & noteth in *o eſtin. 
that man the ſame that our ſaviour did in the Phariſies, when{becauſe 

they boaſted of their fight & knowledg) e he tould the thatthey ꝭ had 

ſinne: meaning by this Pharſe, as himſelf expoundeth it hat. their ſin 

ne remained, that is to ſay, cotinued and ſtoodt firme & ſetled. The cu 1 0 21 
ſtome of the Greeke tougue whereinS. ames wrote doth geve tis Phra Eichere a r- 
ſe that ſenſe, as alſo the — the lauguage vſed by ¶ hraſt)trãſlating iu. 


Cbriſts words after the ſame manner: & the matter treated of doth ar- 


e that he meant not generally of ſinue, but ofſinne being& eleaving Luc 12. 
2 a man in fpeciall & pecular ſort. For as iche —— Dem his - "OY 


. Maſters will, and did not according to #r,ſhalbe beater with T's 
e beaten With 


F 0 : 
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he that knewe it not, & ei did comitthings worthy of ſtrips, 
fewe. Likewiſe in —— the puniſhment anſwereth, hee 


that knoweth how to due wel, doth it not, ſame is to him he hath it, he offend- 


ethnotably: But he that Nioweth not how to doe wel, & doth evil bath not ſinne 
ſtickting to him, his ſame remainet h not, he ſimeth not ſogretly &-greevouſly. 5 
Wherfore whe Bell draweth out of that ſentence ſuch a cõcluſiõ as if 
. Ciij | | | S. James | 


N 


Rug. Of thelawſulhier of Marriage = 1 
S,Zamcs in ſaying there is ſinne to him, had ſimply meant, he ſamerb;Bel ure 
larmin miſtaketh the meaning of the ſentence; which if the text it ſelf | forge 


| 
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2 Aquin cannot in forme him his doctors well conſiderod may. But take the ded! 
Suilliand in right meaning & the concluſion wil be found; Wheiforver doth not But: 


eb. & honeſt things, except it be of groraunce, he ſumeth deſperatelie & mainelß. aſon 
| Therefore Whoſo of ignorance ommitrerh to doe them, he ſinnerꝶ not deſperately. 
And thus our concluſion drawen fiomChriſts ſ-ntenceis rather confir | deni 

[ 


nde adult. med the preiudiced by this example, Yea let evẽ S. l. Auſtin, whoſe auto And 
eovjug lib. 1. ritie Be 2. doth ground on here in, be diligenthy marked: & him- ſem 
oy ſelf in marching ſentences together bew an orerfight, | cal 
which being corrected will help: the truth with light & oth, For to crib 

make the oneofthe like t he other, hee is faine to tathion Chriſts ſpeech Who 


in this ſort: T. him. who purterh aki his wift without the cauſe of whoredo. is bee 
| me & marrieth anether ite him. there the cryme of commuting adulterie, | mor 
ebenen NowChrit hath not theſe words of empharicall propertie, and ſtrong bre⸗ 
li 8 . N ; : Nc 

_ -2Noicheaan ſignification, whereby he might teach, as S,e LJuguſtin, gathereth, that 
doi. vhoſoever putteth away his wife for My cauſe, ſave for whoredome, the 
and marrieth another, committeth adulteriein an high degree: and fo the 


| gMGichatdi,;; imply by conſequence, that who for marricth another, though having rem 


put away his former wife for whoredome , yer committeth adulterie | © 
too, a leſſe adulterie, + 9 2 5 1 riet. 


But that which(bri# ſaith is ſimple flatt, abſolute; he cammitteeh ad- put 
adreric. And therefore as it may be inſerred out of S. Ines, that he cher 
who ommitteth the doing — — through — ſinneth not Pe 

. withaloftic hand in reſolute {tifnes of an hardned heart: Soe conclude | 
weerightly out of Chrifts wordes that hee ho having put away his 
wife for whoredome, marrieth another , committeth not adulterie in 


an — all. | *. 
| The rſt lentence then alleaged by S. Auſtin. & after him preſſed by | | 
our agyerſarics out of the ſcripturs, is ſoe farr from diſprooving, that it 
prooueth rather the like concluſions from the likeſentences, Theſẽ- 
conde and thirde are out of theire owne braynes: The one of Bell. ſor- 
ging, the other of the Pamphletters; Bell mint, Hee that ſtealeeh, except 
: ir bee for neede, fruncth. The Phampletters. Hee that. maketh a lye,excepr it be 
| for a Vanmage doth wilfully ſam... Where of they (ay it were a wrong and | 
| he inferrence, - I bat» hee ſarnerh net ,wwbo ſtealaeh for neede:and hee who 


bon nas ad Wn ISS, 


| her for a Vannage, ſnmeth nor wilfunlly, A badd inferrence indeed. 
; But the fault there of is, in that theſe ſentences are not like to Chrifts, 
For (bri#s is from Heaven, full of truth and wiſdome : Theſeofmen, 

fond, and imply vntruth, They might have diſputed as fitly to their 
purpoſe, and prooved it as ſorcibly, it they kad v ſed chis example: 


e- 


6 Deus laWfull Divorce. Pag. 16. 
| forre-frored beaſts except e Apes & AMionbęis ars devepd e ran. or this e Al 


| longeared (reatures except aſſes are beai ti. For hereof it could not be conclu 


ded iuſtly that Aſſes are not beaſts, & Apes are not dev oyd of reaſõ. No. 


But this perhaps _ bee concluded juſtly, that hee had not much re 
aſon, nor was farre from a beaſt that would make ſuch ſentences, Con- 


ſiderin gthat all men who write or ſpeake with re iſon, meane that to be 


| denied in the perticular which they doe except froma gencral aſſirmed 


——_— 


And therefore ſith he ſinneth who ſicalethithough for neede, as the wi 


ſe man ſheweth,and hee that lietk for a vauntage doth, willfully ſinne, 


yea the more willfully ſomrymes, becauſe for a vauntage, as whenthe 
cribs belyed Chri#; It wete a verie fond and witleſſe ſpeech to ſay, that 
| Whoſoevcr ſtealeth except it bee for need, ſinner h: e- And whoſoever herh except 
it bee for 4 vauntage doth wilfully ſinne, Wherefore theſe ſentences are no 
more like to ¶ Vriſts, them copper is to gould , or wormewood to the 
bread of Heaven, | 

Neither ſhall they ever finde any ſcutece like to his indeede, of which 
the like concluſion may not be inferred,as we inferre of that. And ſoe 
the maine ground of my principall reaſo propoſed in the beginning, 
remayneth ſure & clearly prooved;that he by Chriſts ſentence commit 
teth not adulterie, who having ou away his wife for whoredõe mar- 
ricth another. Whereof ſceig ir followeth neceſſarely, that he who hath 
put away his wife for whoredome, may lawfully marric another, as I 


| there declared: it followeth by the like neceſſity, of cõſequence, that the 


popiſn doctrine mainteined by our adverſaries denying the ſame, 
| is con trarie to the ſchriptuere and doth gainſay 
thc truth — the Sonne 
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v, Ofvhelmuhenſewiige 
No 'THE SCCOND CHAPTER *'- _ 28 
Tus places of Scripture aleadged by our adutſavies ro diſproovie the Lawfull *; 
liberty of Marriage after Divorcement for «Adulterie are Propoſed, Exami- 1 
ned, and prvoved not to makgagaiaft irt. g 
| - Ain& Aufin.in his learned bookes of Chriſtian Dodtine, wher be 
aDedodr, 0" he gevegrules how to finde the right & true ſence of Scriptur- P 

3 es, dotn wel ad iſe the faithful, Ft to ſearcb & marke thoſe things 


which are ſet done in- the Scriptures plaunely, and then. to goe i handle | | A 


with ſafting & diſcuſſing of the derbe places : that the darker ſpeaches may beo I 
wade evident by Patterns & exampleuof the more plame &. manifeſt, & the re- 4 
cords of certame & undonbted ſentences may take away doubt of the uncertaine. 


This wholeſome & iudicious Counaile of S,zAuſtixu it our adreraa © 
ries had bin as careful to follow, as they are willing to thew the follow 
him in theſe things which he bath written leſſe adviſedly: they would 
not havealleadged & urged the places of Scripture, which they doe a- 
gainſt the poynt of doctrine hitherrojprooved out ofthe 19.0fS. A4 

tbew. For Chriſtin that place doth open the matter & decide the queſ- 
tion molt plainely & fully: of purpoſe anſwering the Phariſes. In o 
thers, either it is not handled of of purpoſe, but incidetly touched, or | 
in generallity ſet done more briefly, & ſoe more darkely & obſcurely. | 

Wherefore if a ny of the other places had ſeemed unto the t o raiſe 
a ſcruple, and ſhewe of ſome repugnacie: they ſhould have taken paines 
to explaine & level it by that in S. Math. the darker by the clearer, the 
brieffer by the larger, the uncertein & ambigguous by the undoubted 

| & certeine. But ſeeing they have choſen to follow S. uſtins overſights | 

b Cicero lib.a rather then his beſt adviſes in like ſorte as Faris, an orator of Rome 

deorat. did imitate Finbria whoſe force of ſpeech and argu:ments he attained 
not to, but pronounced broadlye & ſet his mouth awry like him: wee 
muſt ſay oſ them as Chriſt of the Phareſes © Let them alone, tim are blmd " 
leaders of the blind: and ourſelves eindeyour to follow S. Auſtin, in that | 

emat 15.14, he followed Chriſt, who cleared the vdarker place of e- Hoſes by e rhe 4 

deer. cl . plainer word & ordinance of God, The which if we doggwe ſhall (by | 
Gods grace heaſily percieve, that none of al the places aleadged by our 
adverſaris, doth make againſt the doctrine alredy proved & cõcluded. 

For the firſtofthemis in the 5. of Math. Whoſoever fal put away his. 

wife, except it he for Whoredome,doth cauſe her to commit adultery, And whoſo 

marrieth her that — — a\vay doth comma adnkery,T heſe words (ſaith Bell. | - 

and lookc what 2. V. ſaith the, the pamphletter faith-withlum,ſo that | 


4 


— 
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dne of their names may ſerve ſor boihand reaſon Bellarmin, have the EY 


honour)T heſe words. And _ marrierh her that is put away «01h cc 
mit adtlte ry, muſt be ert her generally taken without exception or wwth the excep- 
tion, Except it be for whoredom. F generally, then he Who marrieth her 
that is put away, even far a 3 5 goth commut adultery, Ihe — _ 
marriage ts not diſſolve oſed by her putting away :but com tbarred 
enely. For he 2 marrieth her 620 — —— eu ſhe were 
bound yet to her former hnſvad. And thus farr Bellamin- ſayth well: but ſu 
perfluouſly,For the words may not be generaly taken, ſith they have re 
lation to the former ſenten e, whereto they are cou pelld;and that ſen 
tence ſpeaketh of her wich is pnt away except for mhordem, Their mean 
iug then mutt needs be that he who marrieth her whic h is ſo put away 
doth commit adult erie. Neither could Bell. be ignorant hereof, or 
doubt with any likelyhoode, bur:that this is. our judgrnet, & would be 
our anſw. r. Wherefore his two forked diſpute about the words, was 
aflouriſh onely to make us afrayde: as if hee fought with a two bande 
ſw ord, u /hich would kill al that came in his way But now he gocth fore 
warde upon his enemies pike, an laieth about him on the other ſide. 
7f tbe werds muſt be taken with the exceptions, : then he that marricth awhore 
put Way from ber huſband , comitteth not adulterie, & conſequently the whore 
| wm beter caſe then the innocent & chaſl,For the Whore is free & may be marri 
"| ed,whereasthe innocent that is umuſtiy put away , can neither have her forme 
| Hhnſband,nor marnie another,But this moſt abſurd, that the lawe of Chriſt 
4 being moſt tuft, would have her to be in better caſe & ſtate, that is iuſtly 
put au/ ay, then her that is unjuſtly, For anſwer unto which reaſon 


6 of Bell. Iwould ſpurr him a queſtion, whether by the Popes law, which 
3 | forbiddeth a man that : hath been twiſe — or h hath married a | 
= widow,to take holly orders & admitteth on thereto that hath kept or : 2 wa 
5 happely keepeth many concubines, a whormõger be in better caſe the Safe 
d |. an honeſt man: and if a whoremoger be ſo by the Popes lawe, wheth- bh. e de big*- 
@ | © erweoughttojugde that this is moſt abſurd ornoe .Here if he ſhould 1d qui cite: 
5:4 anſwer that the Popes laue is not moſt iuſt & therefor noe marvel if it : 
* have ſome ſuch things as were moſteabſurd to be imagined byChriſts 

la: I muſtackowledge he ſpake reaſon, Wel, I would ſpurr him the 


another queſtion, whether he thinke that I ame in better caſe the any 
2 Ieſuit, yea, then the beſt of them all. Phy he will anſwer, there is noc 
compariſon. The beſt > nay the worſt of them is in better cafe 

| then J am: Vet Imay marrie if I liſt: and none of them may becauſe E c, me- 
5 of their vowe( Belike this Vow- Doctrine was not eſtabliſhede by — 


the lawe of Chriſt 5 Waich lis moſte iuſte 2 but by the popes lawe vel vovenger 
rather. Or it is moſt abſurde that a poore Chriſtiane ſhoulde hee 
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* ee ti in better caſe, then the provdeſt Ieſuit. But heere peradventure the man 


biene will ſay rather that wee ate He retiqu s, ind they Catholiques, and the 


meaneſt Catholique is in better caſe, een for his faiths ſake , then any 
Heretique watſocver- u hi ch if he doe as it is likely , neither can hee (ay 
ought with probability but: to this effect, then hath he: confuted and 
overthrowen his argument, For by this anſwere hee cannot chuſe but 
graunt that the ſimpleſt woman being put away vniuſtly trom her huſ- 
band is in better caſe tor her chaſtities ſake. though ſhee may not mar 
rie, theu watſoerer Whore that may. And Ihopc hee will not ſay that 


N. Pom g 8 . 
prin Je par i- the ſtewes and cuttizans at Rome are in better caſe then honeſt mat- 
— 4 20.10, rons there divorced from their huſ bands. Yer may none of theſe, 


are free to marrie whom they will, if any will marrie them who are ſoc 


free. Hou beit, leaſt any place af cavelling be left him, aud ofpre- 


tending a differente between: thoſe , who having had the uſe of mar- 
riageloicthe benefit of it, and thoſe who loſe it not having never had 
it: I wilſct before him a plaine demonſtratipn thereof in marricd per- 
ſons. Siauns (as the Romaine Hiſtoric recordeth did put away his wife 


eA/picatamultly ; therby to winne the rather the favour of Livia,which 


was the wiſe of Druſus, Livja being carried a waie with the wicked intiſe 
mẽts of anus was not only nought of her body with him, but cõſẽted 
alſo do make away her huſbãd Yruſus with poiion. Now let Bell. tel us 
Vvhether of theſe two were in bettir calc Apicata or Livia; Lovia the ad 
ultereſſe and murdereſſe ofher hutband, beeing free to marry,or chaſt 
Apicata being bounde to live ſolitarie. It he ſay Livia ſhould have ben 
put to death by the m Romaine law becauſe of her murdnr & the had 
ſhec not bein betrer caſe the e Apecata for liberty to marric: I reply that 
likewiſe by the law of Moſes the woma who Chriſt ſpeaketh ot, ſhould 


have bee put to death, becauſe of her adultery, & ſo the doubt here cea 


ſed too. But the law o!e Maſesbeing left vnexecuted on the adulterous 
woman, as the Romain was for the tyme of Livia;let Bellrmin_anſwer 

to the poynt, not as of Livia onely but of any whor that hath wrought 

© Dent;2B,15 her huſbãds death, and for want of proofe,or through the Magiſtrats 
2.8, Elm. 4.8 fault is ſaffered to live, whether ſhoe bee in hetter cate then an honeſt 

* -** chaſt,rcligions matron, that is put away from herhuſband vruſtly. 

Which if hee dare nor ſaye, .conſfidd:ringe one the one ſi- 

de the plagues that in this life, and inthe life to come are layd vp for 
ſuch miſcreants, on the other the bleſſed a promiſes of them both aſ- 
ſured to the Godly: then hee hath noe refuge, but hee muſt needs con 
feſſe that his argument was fond. For the murdering whore is not an 
adutereſſe by the law of Cini, though (lee take another man . 


* 
9.8 


while their huſbans live bee ioyned to others , whereas the curtizaus 


Ur 
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wing of love, But if trough rhe frowardnes of men on the one ſide , 


Bellarmin) 


Dem a lauful Divorce; Tag. 19. 


huſband being dead : and yet the chaſt Matrone were an adultereſſe am Fer, , k 


if ſhee married while her haſband liveth, who hath uniuſtly put her a- cſternubere 
ot eſt inno- 


way. Wherein this notwithitanding is to be weighed that a chaſte wo- rene _— | 
mans caſe is not ſoe hard in comparſon of thewhores, infle d miffa. 


Reg pii trim - 


No, Not for marriage neither, as Bellarmin by cunning of ſpeeche *< 
- vitium habere 
woulde make it ſeeme to countenauce therewith his reaſon, For he fra poret, nec al. 


| meth his words ſos, as if the chaſt had no poſſibility of remedy at all, uber 


neither by having her former huſbãd, nor by marrying another: & the 
refore were in worſe caſe thẽ the whore who is free to marrie, whereas | 
the truth is, that by Chriſts lawe ſhe nott onely may but ſoughtto have . Cor ve rr 


her former huſband. . veiſ. 4 
And vhy ſhould not ſhee be as likcly to recover her huſbands good 


will, to whom ſhee hadd bene faithfull: as a faythleſſe whore and int a- 


mous ſtrumpett to get a newe huſbandꝰ 5 
Chiefly ſeing that it is to be preſumed they loved ech other when 


they married: and experiẽce ſheweth that Failmg out of Lovers is a rene- i Terene, 
n . * 


and tool iſhnes on the ocher, the chaſte wife could hardly reconcilz 


her huſdãd, the whore ger. eaſily a match i: fafti-eth that the law of 


briſt cannot bee juſtly charg d with abfurdity, though it doe cnlarg 
the vnchaſt and led in ſome outward thing, in Which it enlargeth not 


the chaſt, No more then the providence of God may be controlled erf t. 

and noted of iniquity though 5 

ly bleſſings in this lite, which are not gt aunted the vpri ght & godly. : 

Where fore the firſt place of Scripture out ofS.e Mathew and forced by, diem 

Bell. with his 2 horned argument(as the Logitions tearme it)doth for Cornu.uss y 

ve him as much toannoy our cauſeʒ as the Iron hornes made in.Ac habs !98ilmus- 
favour by Nedec hiah the talce prophet did ſtand him in ſtead to puſh & 

conſume the hoſte of the eAramters, FW 
Izhe ſecond place is written in the tenth of Marb. I ho ſo putrerh a „ lark 10 1% 


e evil & wi. ked en ioy certaine carth 14173 5. 


Way his wife aud marrieth another commiteth adulterie agaynſt her: and if a wo 
man put away her huſband, & be married to another ſhee commuteth adulterie. 


The like, w hereof is allo inthe ſixtenth of Luke ⁊ whoſoever purterth away 7; 
his wife and marricth another commuteth adultery: & whorſoe ver merrieth her 2 luk 16.18 


that. is put away from- her huſ hand, commiterꝶ adultery. T heſe words (ſayth 
p teach generally that marriage comratted &-perfetted bet weene 
the faathfull is never foe diſſolved that they maze lawfully icynin other Wedlot ke, 
And whereas wee anſwer thattheſo general ſentences are to be expoun 
ded with a ſaving of the exceptiõ mentioned in Mlathem, becauſe — * 
, 9. 


Evangheliſt doth add oftentymes that another ommitteth; an 


Au bew els where contrary vnto eAarke & Luks,which(ith they/al 
| 9 | | 2 wrote 


"of 
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wrote as they were moved by the holy · ſpirit of truth) is impoſſibel: 
Bell: replieth that the Evangeliſts in deed omit or add ſomewhat now 
and than, which other Evangeliſts have not omitted or added; but 
they doe never omit in ſuch ſort that the ſentence is made falſe. A 
ſtrange kind of ſpeech, As if all generall ſentences were talſe from the 
which ſome ſpeciality, though not expreſſed in the ſame place, yer by 
RE ARG conference with others, is underſtood to be expreſſed. Sure the Ci- 
def ait p, vill Lawe which in learned mens opinons hath much truth, will then 
ie reßul juris be ſtained fowlly with untruths & lyes. For how many ſentences & 
<xodtitia tłules ſer done in itwithfull & gen-ralltearmes,whereot not withſtã 
Sent c Genoral ding there is none v lightly but ſuffereth an exception. The Canon 
Ems alſo (whoſe credit & authority,Bellarmir, mutt tender, hewſoevgr 
Dig in tors he doc the Civil hath ſtore of ſuch axioms,and e reacherh accordingly 
dieb. 20 . I hat a perticular doth derogate from-thegenerall, But what ſpeake I of 
exal.9 17 meẽs lawes? In the ſcripture it ſelfe fob laith that dhe hypocrite ſhall periſh 
fprov.10.5 for ever, like the dwg and David, that the e n 11 ked ſhal turne into hell, all na- 
trons that forget Jod, & Salomon that f Everie proud harted man. is at ab- 
Luk.13.3, minatiom tothe Lorde though hand toyne in- hand he ſhall not be unpuniſhed. 
kein er * Theſe ſentences of fob & Dæuid & Salmon are true in the belicte of 
N Chriſtians yet foraſmuch as they muiſt be underſtood with an exce p- 
. tion, according to the Doctrine of Chriſt and his ſeryants,ſaing unte 


ed. ſinners Except ye repent Te ſhal al periſh: in the Ieſuits iudgement they are th 
Nie Lycans made falſe. And Ienas ſemblabiy, when he preached to the Ninivitsi yer | m 


Item, et Ia. forty daies, and Nimve ſhalbe overthrowen.,,acuſed them with an untruth: 
» waam, though learned men doe finde a truth in his ſpeech, as to be thus rake 
| that Niniveh ſhould be overthromem except it repented. Or if Bellarmun- 
alſo acknowledg the ſame, which he may nor chooſe, unleſſe of aleſuit 
he wil becom a lulian, and quite renounce the Chriſtian faitht: hen ac 
xnowledgeth he that he plaieth the parte of a guiiful Sophiſter or a ma 
licious Rerhorician , in ſignifinge that the ſentence of Chriſt is made 
falſe. if it be expound: d and underſtoode with an exceptiõ oth-rwhere 
expreſſed . And with all by conſequence he acknowledgeth farther, 
that it is an idle and brainſick amplification which hereuppõ he laviſh- 
eth out leſuit like and vainely miſpendeth paines & times about it, by 
ſaying tha tels (I the ſentence ſorſeoth were falſe )the Evangelifts had deces- 
vea men to whom, they delsvered their Goſpells making no mentnon of other E- 
 vangelifts and that. when Marke wrote his Goſpel at Rome rece veel by t 
hung of Peter, hee did nor ſend the Remainei bathe to Mathews geſßel, artoa 
commentzry:Nay f Math-wsgoipel hadd bene then at Rome- in the hand ef 
thee f xyifiudl, u may be — that Marke Whonld nat have Wrnten;, and 
riot Marke wrote net tod onghs roMiathcw,arlohrdidaſeryard , but 


| onclx 


— — 
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onely that the Romaines might the better remember that which Peter taug ht. 8 3 


For | Irenæe m Euſebius aud Ierom geve this cauſe ; and that Luke wrote 74155 
| ulib, devirisi 


+ bs Goſpel for fe nations to whom Paul had preached, and unto whom. the |. = 
: books of Mathew and Marke were not yet come, but certayue falſe writtings of Marco. 
| Falſe Euangeliſts onely:as o himſelf ſheweth briefly, and it is more clearly gathe- 


red out of z Ambroſe, q Euſebius and Terom. oT e. l. r 
pom men in 


And in concluſion, that the things therefore which Marke ana Luke Luc cap 1. 


aſay, muſt bee ahſolutelytrue, & not depend of Mathews wordt, vnleſſe our mea- q -- b ;, hiſt 
ning be that they were decerved, who did read Marke or Luk without Mathew l it- 


For by this reaſon of Bellumin- the words of Job, David,Salomox, and lultribus in 
fonas, mult bee ablolutely true, & not depend of ( hriſts words in Luke NY 

or by Eſxy vnles our meaning bee, that they were deceived, who read 

the Pſalmes of David or Salomons proverbs, or heard fob or Ienas ſpeake 
wirhout Coriſt. whi. h likewiſe might receive a gay ſhewe by ſaying that ocigenin 
els (if theſe ſentences were falſe) theſe holy men had deceived them to lob lib 42 
who they ſpake or wrote, m aking not mention of other holy teachers: — Ho 
aud thit when Iob, and David, and Salomon, and Jonas did eitheir write S 


f ivicar. Dei 
or Ipeake, they did not put men ouer vnto Luke or Eſay as to a comen- lib 18 cop,47, 


tarie; Nay Iołs words were vttered, before either of them, or any of Fbeedotetin 


Ckr;/ts pen- mẽ of the whole Scripture wrote, as ſ ſundry of the Fathers Ch a 
doe probably teach: and * /9nas did looke that Niniveh ſhould be over. fans, 
throwen according to his abſolute ſpeech, ſo farre was he of from ſend v.? Ling 25 
ing the Ninivites to ſuch as ſpecifie the exception, beſides that, had he * 2.91530. 
ſent them, whither ſhould they have gone, vho neither knewetheScrip- * jet. 31 
tures, and liv. d before the tyme of Luke and Efay both? David too, & . ben 6 
Salomon, were their auncients farre and ech did ſett forth the one his n 31 
Pſalmes, the other his Proverbs (even thoſe whi.h they did writ) not 5 T gf, 
all at once but by partes; and partly = their owne titles, and y other x amgum ig 
Scriptures argue, partly * Athanaſſus a Theodoret, and b Bede ſignifie: palm 5 | 
neither did Luke or Eſay write to ad ought ro the Pſalmes orProverbs, ia pſalm piæ- 


er to the words of fob or Ionas, as © Ezra did to the booke of Kings; fu 
Bur Efey to publiſh onely his owne Prophecie.and the ſtorie touching is the ,.. 


it, Luke the Goſpel of Chrift,andARs of the Apoſtles, Here were a trim- kes of Chen 


pentance. Yea, this ſhould of reaſon heve greater force and weight 
then Bellarmms me ſpinning. For he ſayth that AZarke did not 
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* and ſo: much the rather, Mathew having ſpecified an exception, that 
2 Marke omitteth: as d the Lawiers teach that the it Generall rules were 
jarlp, not vritten to add ought vnto the former, yet muſt bee expounded 
with the exceptions touched in the former Lawes. But in th. ſpie der- 
uebb that I have woven after Bellar mins pattcrne , it is contrarie wile ; 
that Eſ and Lube did not write to add ought. to the Plalmes or Pro- 
verbs; or to the words of foh or fonas ; which hath greater colour to 
prove that their ſayinges ſhould not bee abſolutely true, & not depẽd 
of exceptions mentioned ſo long after, neither meane to bee ioy ned 
to them: Chieſſy for alianes from the Common- wealth of Iſraell,fuch 


as they that heard Iob and fonas were, who lived not to read the Poc- 


trine of Chriſt in his Prophets and Apoſtles, Wherefore ſceing Belarm, 
Is for ced to acknowledg it were a lewd parte to reaſon and conclude 


this on generall ſentences of Job, David, Salomon, that an hypocrite, a 


wicked, & proud-harted man, ſnall not bee forgiven and ſaved though 
hee repent: much more muſt hee acknowledg a fault, in his diſputinge 
gathering out of Marke and Luke that a man havirg put awaye his 
wife maye not marrye another, though he have put her away for whore 
dome. And hereby wee may ſee what honour they both, himſclt and 
the pamphletter, v ho in this whole diſcourſe gocth with him ſoote by 
foote, ſave that by enterlacing more fond vuſavory words, hee over- 
runneth him ſotnetymes : a cover weel beſeeming and worthy ſuch a 
cuppe, onely ſomewhar broader; but hereby wee may ſee what honour 

5 they have done e S. Auſiin in knitting vpp the ir tale with his words, 
— __ Who are wee, that, wee ſhould ſay, Some putiung away their wives, and marrying 
1d 9. other, commit adulterie: and ſome doeing ſoe commit it uor, Whereas the Geſpel 


ſayth, that. every aue commuteth adultery, who doth ſo? Even as much hon- 


dur as themſelves ſhould gayne, if in the forlorne mans caſe , which I 

| ſpake of they were his ghoſtly Fathers , and put him inthis comforte 
$.Col.3-20, ho re wee that, wee ſhould ſay, ſame wicked men ſhall goe to hell, (nam ly the 
2 King. 2. a vnrepentant) ſome (the repentant) ſhall not goe, whereas the Scripture ſayth 
| ban in.6.21, that. everie Wicked man ſhall goe to Hell. Lett this kinde of d-alling in re- 
— tom l. futing matters bee once allowed for currant: and every Prieſt and Ieſuit 
eont3 lub. 2 as well as the Popewill have more Royall power, even ever Princes: 

2 what ſhould I ſay over common Chriſtians ? For whereas it is wri 
- kpape pater ud 11a : | h ritten 
Laar 19, in the Epiſtle ro the Colloſians f Chillen obey rour Parents in all things: 
44. ke and Prophets were honourcd withthe name of Fathers , not onely 
— N by their s ſchollers, the childreo: the Prophets, bnt alſo by the N Kings 
ot- 


of Iſrael: the ĩ title of Father geven to all prieſts though not in ſuch de- 


the 


; logi 
; he Engliſh gree as to the Pope, yet to all prieſts & to Icſuits eſpecialy, in ſomuch 
dure. that al great perſon of Rome doth terme them not Fathers onely with 
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| >, Upon, alavfult Divorce, Pagers. 
the people, but the Reverend Fathers, the 4 atholique Fathers, the good Fa- Alien - 
ther; of the ſuciety of the holy name of peſus: this title then applied & geven 8icchap 4- 
to them all wifl quickly winne their ſchollers to thinke that the m obe- ; 
dience commaunded to wards then. ts obedzence in all things. Now we pro- 


reſtants teach that nevertheleſſe ſuppoſing they were in deed Fathers 
not caterpillers of the Churche, yet if Prieſt or Ieſuit or the pope him- 


{clf thould commaund a mito cõmit murder or whoredome, or theft, 
hee might not bee obcycd, becauſe it is written in the Epiſtle ro the E- 
pkeſiãs u Children obey your Parents m the Lord, whence that to the Col- 
loſians ought to bee cx pounded, that Parents muſt bee ſo farre forth 
obe yed, in all things as ſtandeth with the devty which children owe to 
God, and in pictie they may, But if ſome Cathotique Father ihould 
denie tl is, and (ay (like Father Robert that, S. Paule in deed onmuteth or 


addeth ſome What. in one Epiftle , which hee hath not omitted or added in an- RE EARNS 


other, but hee dot h ne ver omit in ſuch ſorte that, the fentence is made faulſe: for epitt ad 


n. Epheſ. 6 * 


els S. Paule hadd decerved the Coloſſus to whom hee ſent theis Epistie, making 2. — wants. 


#0 mention of that, other tothe Epheſians: eAndſurely when hee Wrote to the epiſt, 
Colloſſiaus from.) Rome, he did not ſend them. bac k fo his Epheſian EpiſHe as to I Av69m. 2 © 
a commentury;aay if that EpisHe had bene m their hadi, i may be well thought, 

that hee Would not hve witten to them. For hee did not wrae the Epiſtle to the 

(olloſſizns thereby to add eught to that, which he had written unto the Epheſſi- 


ans as hee did the later to the (ormthians or T heſſalontaris, after the former, 


but onely to recl ayme the Colloſſians from their errour, that, man ts reconi led, & | 
hath acceſſe to God by Angels, & to corett their lewiſhand Heathenſh obſerva- 1 Monaſt in 
tions;for o Chryſoltom * Theophylact, and Occumenius geve thus cauſe, Aut lib. v. 
That which Paule therefore ſayth to the Colloſſians muſt ve abjelutly true, & . 
not depend of that hce ſat hto the Epheſiaus, nl ſſe onr meaning bee that. they syrique 
were dec eived, who s — 
Catholique Fath r (I ſay) thould ſpeake thus, agaynſt our interpreting (a: comet!) 
of Scripcure by S-riprure, wouldnot his children (tro yet) thinke it Ts 
ſtrongly & invincibly proved, that they muſt obcy him abſolutely in all 
things? Chiefly, if as Father ben bringeth Huſtin, ſoe he brought? 
Caſſianus S. Chriſaſtums ſcholar in, who prayſeth one Mutius (a novice of 
an Abbey in Egypt) as a moſt worthy pattern of obediẽc e to his abbat 
or; Father, as you would ſay for that he was ready to caſt his one na- 
tural ſonne a licle child, into the River at his commandement & ſoc as g eg lig 
much as lay in hĩ did murder his ſonne, but that ſome by the Abbats ap ena. 
poyntemer did r-caive him beinge caſte out of his Fathers hands to- n. r. 
wards the River, & ſaved him from drowning. For hee who extolleth 
this Novices fayth & devotiõ to Heaxẽ, affirming that the Abbat was 
by rerelation ſtraightway advertiſed, that uta hadd pertormed 

| | ed bra 


the Epiſtle to the (olloſſi aus without the other. If ſome tu ence Ab- 
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verneſ 22:32. . Abraham. the Patriarks worke by the obedience, as if there were noe 
difference between the Lords commandement and n Abbats might 
have formed a ſentence like Auſtins in defence thereof:Who are wee that. 
wee ſhould ſay,Children in ſome things muſt obey their Parents, & inſome they 


muſt not whereas the Scripture ſayth.Children., obey your Parents in all things. | 


By the which conſtruction whatfoever a mans mother ſhould com- 

lakiag ti mand him, muſt beobeyed too, ſhe being — r57s ants in the name 
en.45S of Parents: and what ſoever amans , Maiſter ſhould command, hee 
9b.29.15+ becing alſo a Father; and whatſocyer y any Governour ſhould com- 
pA 11. mand, or frend that hath done good, or an olde Gray-headed man 
. SS they being Fathers all, though not by natur e, yet by office, beneſit, or 
rens age. And then had King = Aſa done evill in putting dou ne his mother 
M aachah from her ſtate becauſe ſhee hadd made an Idole in a grove; 

at. 54. 2217 & in breaking dow ne her Idoll; and ſtamping it, & buruing it. And 
ba@,4.5et.5. a Dorg the Edomite had deſerved greater prayſe then Sault ſervants, ſith 
Ou they Would not move their hands to fal vpom- the Lords Prieſts, when their 
- Maiſter bidd them;which Doeg did and executed his wrarh to the vtter 
moſt. And the b Apoſtles hadd overſeene themſelves, when they diſo- 
beyed the high Prieſt, and rulers and Elders of Iſrael; and gave this re- 


aſon of itWee _ rather ta obey God then men. Yea that wretched im- 


pious & execrable fryer , who did more then barbarouſly murder his 

| Sovera igne Lorde the * French King the annoynted of the Hie HESr. 

tMENAIE may then bee excuſed, excuſed! nay commended and prayſed by tray- 
the third. . g A - a as * ; * 

1589 Augu-2, terous — having done that which hee ought : ſeing it is likely 

that either Pope or Prieſt, or Ieſuit or Abbat,or ſome of his ſuperiours 

commanded him to doe it.” Such abſurd conſequents of Bellarmins 

_ affirming that Makes and Lukes words muſt bee abſolutely true, and not de- 

pendof e Mathew, doe ſhew what great reaſon hee had ſoe to ſpeake. For 

it is written of the Cittie of Ieruſalem, compared with the (anaante, 

eek 16.44 Amorites,and Hutite e Such mother Such daughter-in like ſort may it be 

| ſayd of this conſtruction of the holy Scripture compared with Bellar, 

Such conſequence ſuch antecedent, And this farre of his ſecond place. 
b. Neu. i The third is in the Epiſtle to the Romaines the ſevẽth chap, a Knowe 
yee not bretheren. ( for I ſpeake to them that. knowe the lu) that. the law hath 


Dominion. over a man as long as hee liveth? For the woman , which ic in ſub- 


iecꝛon to a man, is bound by the law to the man While hee livet h: but if the man 

bee dead. ſhee is delivered from the law of the man. So then if while the man li- 

ver hi. ſſee take anot her man ſhee ſhalbe called an adultereſſe but if the man bee 

| dead ſhee is free from the law, ſoe that ſhes is not an adultereſſe , though ſhee take 
L cor. /. 35 axorher mam. Out of Which place and e the like in the ſcaventh of the firſt Epiſtle 


to the (arinthians, Wee gather (ſaith Bellarmin) that the band of marriage is 
: never 
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mains to be their Generall in Sirria, did without all care of pleaſinge 
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never loofed but by dtatb. aud that. ſcigg it is not locſed, irremæyneth after divor- 


cement- too, for whatſoever cauſe the devorce bee made. This doth Bellarmia_ 


gather: but gathering ſo, he reapeth that which the holy Ghoſt ſowed 

not. For $.Pauls meaning in thoſe words to the 92 and Corin- 

thians was, that the band of marriage is not looſed comonly and or- 

dinarily;while both the parties live; not that abſolutely, it is never loo- 

ſed till one of the die. As in the like caſe( to open the matter by his ow. 

ne examples) hee f ſay th Who goes to Warrfare any tyme at. his ovpne coſt ? f I cot. p. 

Now ſome have ſerved at their owne charges withour pay ſometymes. | 

For ſo did thes Roman ſtocke of the Faby agaynſt the Vientians and. 

Climax an Athenian Citizen agaynſt the Perſians. But men for the moſt 8 a 
arte are waged publiquely therevnto, And that is the poynt which S. * ys 
aule reſpect ed. Againe i Whoplanteth a Umeyard, & eateth not of the fruit Nn 

thereof? 4 Hee on whom they father the firſt occaſion of that proverb A Aae or 

Al any things doe happen. bet ween- the cupp aud the 75 is ſayd not to have bens, 

drunke of the fruite of the Vineyard which himſelfe had plated, not to Lycophr. 

have eaten thereof belyke. At leaſt ſeing x old men plant trees for their 7 

poſterity, neither might i the Iewes cateof their fruite in certayn ycars: beate e. 


E It is more then likely that many of them did not. Some did not queſti- i. Levi 19. 23 


onleſſe: they namely, who ſuſtanied the curſe which God denounced 

vnto them by e Hoſes. T hou ſhalt plant a Uintyard,and ſhalt not wſe the finite 

thereof. Vet S. Paule ſaide wel,becauſe ſuch as plant vines doe eni-y erhe PPeur28.c0 
commonly. e-7; game who "feedeth a flock, & eateth not of the milke of the 8 
flock? They eat not of the milke, who doe not mike there ſheepe at al: o. varriib «, 
& there be whg doe not for, feare of impairing therbye the lambs and ct, 
woole. But it is Iufficient for S. Pauls putpoſe, & the truth of his ſpeech, „. 
that men in moſtecontreis are wont to have them milked : & they who E LN 
under take the paines of feeding flocks,are accoſtomed to eate of the «. Ariſt dehiſt 
milkes of their flockes. e (game 4 No man. evtr hated bis one fleſh,but 3 


nouriſbeth & cheriſheth it, ( ato the yonger, who ſlewe himſelfe at Vtica, reuii.cap 13, 


Urgel. Elag. 3. 


Vas ſo farr from nouriſhing & cheriſhing his body, that when his bo- Fiber y 


wels being guſhed out thereof, he was not yet dead, he tore the in pie- 1pluuarccors- 
ces with his owne ha nds as ſ Auſias alſo did, Neither would S. Paule 2 


have denied this: who knew that many * hadd killed themſelves, and l, Sam. 31. 4 


taken awaie al ioyes of life from their fleih. Onely he ment that noe ü 


man hath ever lightly hated it, but every one doth nouriſh and cheriſh 
it rather. a Nee man. that warreth entangleth himſelfe with the affaiers of 


Hf, becauſe he would 3 hin. that hath cheſen- hin. to be a ſouldier. Y2Tim 2.4 


© What? is this falſe, becauſe*rich ¶vaſſus being choſen by the Ro- | 
X dlatare, 


himſelf - - 


them, who had choſen him, playe * marchand man and occupie 


L ac Tzete in 


i 


ld d ver 3, his meaning by that he teacheth that ifan wbelews 


t cot, r5 dinarely looſed but by death though it may be 
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cat. himſelſe in councels and mony matters? Or becauſe a band of Cam- 

7. £-1yb1iþ 3 Panian ſouldiers, u ho ſerved the King ofSicilic gave thẽſelves to gitezes 
trades and occupations, having by treacherie ſeazed on e Meſana, diſ- 
poſſeſſed the townſmen, devided their wives, goods & lands amon 
them, and a band of Romaines did the like at Rhegiũ, to the diſcon- 
tentment of ſuch as choſe them to be ſouldiers, No. for the Apoſtle 


who exhorted T ymothy to behave himſelfe as a good & honeſt ſouldies of 


. Chriſte, was not to learne that there are ſome unhoneſt ſoldiers &retch 


ploy themſelves on warrlike exerciſes, not on civil affaiers, or domeſti- 
cal buſines, when they are choſen once to ſerve, and in the ſame ſence 


did he likewiſe ſay, that a med woman: is bound by the lawe unto her huſ 


band whale he liueth: becauſe the band of —_— is uot uſuallye & or- 
| e looſed, & is ſometimes 
or- dedouls Otherwiſe, on rare onwonted cauſes, Which is apparant to have been 


den gut.? Chriſtian Wife, dur forſake her then ſhe bordge. For if f — 

ne guanto Chriſtian Wife, due forſake her then ſhe is net in bondage. F 

— a. bondage, ſhe is free to marrie: as the words of Scripture imph by the 

— contrary, and the Pope declareth. If the be free to marrie the band 
of the former marriage is looſed ls were ſhe bound & not free. Where 


forte ſith the Popes authentical record doth prove out of S. Pex, that a | 


wile in ſomecaſc is free to marrie another while her huſvande liveth, 
the Papiſts muſt acknowledg thats. Pau meant, the band is not com- 
only looſed but by death, not that it is never atal looſed otherwiſe ab- 


ſolurely and ſimply . Bell. to fruſtrate and avoyde this anſwer, ſaitn 
that it may be proved by foure reaſõs: which he bringeth forth poore 


enden . unarmed, weake ons of hisowne muſtering, & with a ſtrõge hand put- 


etre... eth them to flight that ſoe men imagining that theſe are all that cann 


be alleaged on our ſide for the proote thereof, might thinke that our 
whole force is quite diſcomfited and Bell. hath wone the feild. I have 

| hard- ſaie that there is cunning in daubing. Surely there is cunninge 
in this kinde of dealing. Neither is ir for nothing that onec of our Glo 
rious Champions doth vaunte that the coõmon ſorte of(arholiques are 
able to ſay more for us, then wee can for our ſelves. In deede they would bear 

8 the common ſort in hand, that theit learned men in handling of queſt 
ions and controverſies of religion doe ſer. downe all obictions that can 

be made of our parte. And I graũt, they ſer down more thẽ oſtẽtimes 
thiſetves can ſoũdly anſwer. Vet they uſe diſcretiõ therein by ther leave 

& mãy a ſtrong reaſo whi. hwould troblethẽ fowlly if itcame in place, 


they are cõtẽt to wink at & ſaie nothing of itwherto thei ioyn this poli. 


cy now & the alſo, that thy tale uꝑõ thẽ to be as it were our 2 


leſſe of their duty. But his meaning was, that ſoldiers uſualy doe im- 


or if the be not in 


« 
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n- and attorneys, in ſhewing what may be ſaied for us. under which pre- 
'& tence they bring in ſuch things as having already ſolution with the ob 


iſ- 57 ieRtion, and prooving unſound, may turne to our cauſes diſcredit and 

ge toours. So the leſuit here his arguement beeinge groundede on two 

n- places, the one to the Romains, tne other to the Corinthians, we coun 

tle termyning the whole with one anſwer: he ſaith that our anſwer maye 

of be proved by fower reaſons, which he gathererh out of circumſtances 

ch of the former place, al fuch as the later hath neither any kindred with, 

n- and diſcovereth them to be of no yallw. But of the reaſous, which 1 

i- have brought to ptove our anſwer fitting both the places, and parrely 

ce _. confirming that S. Paul might wel meane the ſame in theſe, which in 
the liłe he meant; partely Jemonſtraring that certainly he did for, be- 

1 | caſe it were not true els that he teacheth of the libertye of Chriitians 

ES forſaken of theunbelevers: theſe reaſons Bella. min, doth not touch. 4d-Ezra 42. 
3 No marveil for they are to hor. And it is likelye that he ſtudied 

a | not vhat might be molt ſtrongly ſaide in our defence, but rather what | | 
in | | moſt weakely:chit ſo he might ſeeme to ioyne bataile with us, aid yet 4. 9 
ie | mightbeſuretodohim ſelte noe harme, Letring paſſe therefore the 

d helpe which he offereth in like ſortero us as the Samaritans did unto 

re thelewes: Icome unto the uniuſt & falſe accuſation , wherewith they 


S.- | ſought to hinder the buylding of the — I meane the reaſons 
doe w 


1, which he untruly faith, itneſſe our anſwera nd expoſition to bee 1 

1- falſe. Thoſe he draweth to there heads, wherof the firſt hath two braun . 
* ches: one that S. Pault words are plaine; the other that they are ofte cr. 7. 39, 
h | repeated. For w har is more plaine (ſaith he) then hat if while the man- 5. L cor 
re liveth, thewemantake another man, ſhe is called an adultereſſes andi hat 8 the l Vin Rr 
— woman is bound by the lame as longe as her huſband iuerh Plaine I denie not. | mak > - 2%, 
0 But this proofe how pithy & ſtronge ſoever he thought ro ſett it in abu . 10 

T | his fore: front: is already ſhewed to be no proofe at all: ſitn there are Gal 3.15. 

a laine words in like ſentences, which nevertheleſſe muſt be expound- 

© | edastheſearebyas. For what more plaine then that Who plant 

O' erh a Vineyard, and eateth not of the fruit thereof? and that Who tea- 


* 


deth a flock and eateth not of the milke of the flockeꝰ and that No man 
ever hated his ownefleſh, but nouriſheth & cheriſheth ir ? nd that Noe 
p | Warfarring mã entangleth himſelf with the affaiers of lifezand many 
other ſuch, that might be alleaged if in a thing ſo cleare it weare not ſu- 
perfluous? Naye in theſe ſentences the woordes are more play- 
nes, then in thoſe wee ſpeake of, beecauſe thoſe have noe . 

| | marke of generality expreſſed in them, as theſe have, Wherefore 
if ſoe greate playnneſſe of woordes ſignede with generall tokens as 
it were importing that they are — all yet covinceth not that they 
: 2 are 
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Fr 12 or 7.15 are meant of all without any exception, fully . 
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if i by reaſon of ſome difference u 
orb con ſug o queſtion? Or if itſhouldelſwhere by r. 
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„„ in caſes more the nd bee noe adultereſſe. 
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| Uporua laVfull Divorce, 4g. 29. 
Aeſtius reproofe, by conſtruing his words ſo without exception, bee orum 


| Cauſe they are true, & quick, & ibunde, and plaine. For againſte h is ve aduleer, 


Þ 
yy 


| wing huſband, the force of S. Auſtins contequence would interre im like 


| enforceth to ſhew why weee diſſent itõ the : leaſt our Savious ſemence 
be expoundcd againſt us a He that loverh Father or e Mother better them. 


. » me, is not worthy of mee. But the Ieſuits meaning ( you will ſay) was 


| 


coning lib. 2. 


. doctrinetouching a Swjters liber to marry if the he forſaken. of ber unbele- eig 


ſorte: The woman begineth not to be tho wife of any later huſband, unleſſe ſhee * matrin the 


1 


have ceaſed to he of the former, if her buſband die, not if het forſake her Th e the Alexan 


3. Eugenius 


Ietuit, who ulcth ſo often to repeate, ſo often to in culcate the teſti- dertbe s iu, 
. us the third 


monies of the Farhers, ſhould deaſe perad venture more conſiderateſy, paul the 4. & 
more charixably out of doubt, if bet ore he cite them, he weighed their Pius che 4, as 
words better, w hethir they may ſtande with the truth of Scripture, & 3 

with his owue doctrine. For v CH . diſcovercd the nakednes of Noah, — ng 


ſo doth he their blemiſhes:he who alleagerh themʒnot wee, whom hee teſlifie. 


not to diſcredit them by laying a. neceſſitie on us to refute them, whhatꝰ 

was his meaning then by their credit to dif. redit theScripturs, with the y. cen. g. 22. 
truth liereot their ſayings do not ſtand? For (I truſt) he meant no 

to overthrowe the ts of his owne doctrine, which their ſayings 2 m. 10. 
croſſe, unleſſe he be of that minde whichT wy cõdemneth as barbarous | 

& ſauage, expreſſed in an heathniſh verſe LET OVR FRIENDS 

FALL, SOE OVR FOES DIE WITH ALL. Howſoever 

ir be it is plaine that the plaincs of S. Paul: wards neither doth-proove 


the ſence therof to be ſimply & abſolutely general, the Scripture note- 5, Peiota 


ing an exception, neither cann be ſaide by Papiſts to proove it whoſe u 
doctrine both allow eth that exception of Scripture, & addeth more 

thereto, Thus one braunch of Bell. firſte & principall reaſon being cutt 

off: the other and the reſtof his reaſons alſo are cutt off withthe ſame 

labour and inſtrument, For whereas he ſaith (ertes it were marvel] 

that the e Apoſtel ſhould never add the exceptiu of whorodom, if it Were to bee 

added. ſein he repeated G iuculcated theſe things ſo often... Certes wee maye —— 4 
ſay as wel of thoſ exceptions which himſeſfe approveth that it were mar e. verſ, *, 
vel the e Apoſtel ſhonld never add them, if they were to be added, Though 6 rag 
what marvel is it, S. Paul. omitted the exception of whoredome in all e. verſ, 19 er, 
thoſe two places, which he Hath repated c duc ulrcated theſe things ſo often, a — 


as Bellemix- ſo often telleth us: when the thinge is mentioned in the 
former of them by way of a ſimilitude, wherein it hath been founde & 


beſide the purpoſe to ſpeake of any exceptis : and, for the later S. Pant 
hath omitted the ſame exception e twiſe, where the Scripture ſnewetk 


Ez. N more 


plainely and Bell. cõfeſſe th, it ſhould have beene added, or ( toſpeake 


2 


defponuldn. © 


„.- 30 8 of the lewfultnes of «Marriage. 


more properly) where al though it needed not to be added yet muſt it 


needs bee un ode; Now to that Bella min- doth next alledg 


an u the Fathers te- Luubroſe, Chryſoſtomss T heophylaft,T heodoret , Occumenins, = 
r Pri ſus, -Anſelmus and others over and beſides eluftin.,! Origen, 5 


. and k feron,, all as bearing witneſſe that wej expound the places faſſ- 


in epiſt ad ly. I could: reply that ſome of theſe whatſoever they witneſſe have ſmall 
a creditwith Beller mam as e Ambroſe ſpecially: ſome, namely Chryſoftome, 
 T heophylatt,T heodoret Oecumenius, and Primaſius doe not witneſſe that 

no more then Pu himſelf doth: Nay they all fave one are cõtrary min- 
Kn che tbicd ded rather as {hull appeare in i due place : Bnt that which I have ſayde 


Chepier. already touching e Auf , may ierve for anſwer tothereſt: chiefly {ith 


thepapiſts in whoſe behalf they are aleaged, will racher yeald that all 
the Fathers miglit erre then any of their Popes.mwho yet muſt have er 
A tleraade t Ted in more, then one Canon, if this were true whichBell, fathereth on 
the chicdpius the Fathers; Einally, concerning that for the vpſhoote hee vrgeth Sau. 
che fourth & ſimilytude as ifithe u drift of it did abſoiutely require that the man and 
above cited wife can not bee mad: free from the bard of, Marriage by any ſeperatiõ 
ourof 3 but by death onely, becauſe while the law had life as it were and ſtoode 
Taacelt of in forcetill Chriſte the fewes could never ſhake off the Yoke thereof from the, 
Trent. At bog b they ende vored to ſeperate — mee it by committing whoredo 
mon with dry lawes of ſalfe Gods: che reſt of S. Pauls ſimilytudes which I mẽ 

cioned , doe bewary thelamenefi:and halting of this inference:ſeing 


that the drift of them requireth abſolutely by the {ame reaſon that no 


man went to warfare at his owne coſt, or planted Vynes,or fedd theepe 
without relief thereby, becauſe oall they? Whepreach theGoſpelare allowed 
| #1.Cor.9, to live Pane Andlikewiſe that. no man- did euer hurt his one body, 
rere becauſea Even buſbadoaght to love his owne Wife ran Chriſt loved theChurch 

5 Epbeſs, 33 and likewiſe that no ſouldeer bath ever entangled hum ſelf with the aff ayres of 
lift becauſe T imotheeſhould bee ſtil about thoſe actions, whereto the 


LEpheſ.5,25 Lordi who chooſe hi ro be. a ſouldier, did call him, Nay ro goe no farther . 


then the drift itſelf or the ſimilytude, which Bellarmin doth vrge , if it 


ez Tim 432. requier abſolutely that the band of Marriage may bee 10 way looſed 


12. Tim. 2-3. but onely by the huſbands or the wives death: then neither is it looſed 
if the vnbele ever doe for ſake t he Chriſtian: neither if the huſband be- 


come a Monke or the wife a Nunne: neither if the Pope ſee cauſe to diſ 
ence with either of them, And will not this fanſie of his about that 


rift drive him in to greater inconvenieence yet: to weet, that every wo 


man, whoſe huſband is dead ought to marryanother , becauſe the Ie- 


wes were bouud to become Chriſtiãs after the death of the Laweꝰ or of 

the other, ſide that the Iewes are not bound vnder payne of damnatiõ 

to become Chriſtians, becauſe no widowe is bound ynder * 5 
f cats 


\ 


WO N 


JCEFTTTTTTCTCTCTCVVCCC . ͤ ( 


* 


F 


47 


enough) that dead men ought te marry, becauſe u T he ewes by GH, Aon. 7 


| Vpom a larſull Divorce, Pag. 31. 
death to take another huſband?or (iftheſe abſurdities bee not great 
ſhorda be vntoChriſt whe they were dead to the Lawe? or that the me n of Ro 


me to whom S. Saul wrote, ſnould rather not beleeve in ( niſt, be cau- 
{ex he wiſhed widowes rather not to marryꝰ Of the wich conſequences 


it ſome bee eſteemed ertone ous by Papiſſs, ſome not eſteemed onely, 
but are ſo iu deede, the moſt have impious folly ioyned with vnttuth: . i. Cor. 78. 


Let Bellarmin acknowlcdg that ſimilitndes mult not be ſett vpon the 
racke, nor the drift thereof bee ſtrerched and preſſed in ſuch ſorte, as if 
they ought iuſt in length bredthand depth to march & fitt that whe- 


 r<to they are reſembſed. It ſufficeth if in generall analogy and 


proportion of the principall poynt wherein things matched, aud com 
pared together; they bee eche like to other, and both agree in one qua- 
litie. Which here is obſerved in S, Pauls compariſon of the ſtate of 


Marriage, with the ſtate of man before and after regeneration: becauſe m. 
as awite her huſband being dead doth lawfnlly take another, and is aci-2.3 


not an adultereſſe in having his company to bring forth fruite of her 
body, to him: ſocyregenerate perſons, their harurall corruption(pre 


uoked by the law to ſinne )audfieſh being meortified are ioyned to the Spi- etſ. . & 8. 


ric(the force of ¶ hriſt working in them)as it were to a ſecond huſband 
that they ſhould bring forth fruite( — — of the Spiri: unto God. 
And thus ſeing neither the drift of the ſimilytude , nor the iudgement 
of the Eathers, nor the playneſſe of the wordes ſo oftentymes repeated, 
doe diſprove our anſwer and expoſition of the place: our anſwer pro- 
ved by Scripture ſtandeth firme and ſure & therefore the third place by 
our adverſaries, is ſutable to the former, > 
- Sois the fourth & laſt;raken out of the firſt to the Corinthians the 
ſeaventh Chapter - To them who are eAlarried it is uot I thats gius com- 
maudement-, bui the Lord: Let not the . from. her huſ hand: but if ſhe 
depart too, let her remayne unmarried, or bee recconciled nto her huſband. Whe 
rein- as Bellarmin reaſoneth ):he words S. Paul, f ſu e dtpart, & ſo forth 
are meant. of a woman which parteth from. her huſband upon a cauſe of iuſt di 
vorcement.,as namely for whoredom_.,bacreſie,and the ret Whatſoever they bee, 
G not of her whit h partes h without any ſuch cauſe. Bm cencernmg her of 
whom the Words are meant.,S.Paul,ſayth moſt playne 55 0 may not maærrie 
another, T hereßre even. a cauſe of unſt divorct ment. looſeth not the band ef 
Marriage neither is it Lnyfell for married folekes to many others, al though they 
be ſevered & put a ſunder by ſt diwarcement. 1 ' 
And ot this argument Bellarmen doth ſay. that it is alto getherinſoln 
ble. In ſaying wlicreof he ſeemeth to confeſſe that none ot the former ar 
guments were ſo, but might bre anſwered and confuted. His confeſſiõ f 
E 4 touching 
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Pag. 32. Of the lavefultnes of Marriage. 
toucaing then hach reaſon with it. I muſt needs approveir. But his 
vaunt ot this is like that of b enhadadt that. the duft of Samaria Would not 


1% 3% pee enough to allthe people that. followed him fir every nun- an handfull, To 


Whos the King of fſraelſeyde, Let not him- that. girdech his barnes beaſt ius 
ſelf as bee that. putteth it of, Bellaonin., hathſkarcly girt his harneis yet, 
& that which hee harh girt, is vnſerviſable bad harncis too. 


For the formoſt parte there of, his propoſition a vouching that the 


words F ſhee depart, and jo forth, er meant. of her onely which parteth from. 
her huſband vpons a iuſt cauſe of druorcement.,amansely for mhordom- hereſie, 
aud ſuch lie, is faulty ſundry wayes: ſeing they are neither meant of her 
onely which parterh for a iuſt cauſe; and though they bee alſo meant of 


her which parteth for any other iuſt cauſe, yet not of her which forwho * | 


* 


redom. . 
Moreover the concluſion knitting vpp his argument with T — 5 
ever a iuſt cauſe of divorcement losſerhj not the band of Marriage, is guilful- 
ly ſett downe: being vttered in the forme of a particular, and true ſo, ta 
king divorcement as hee doth;bur intended to carry the force of a ge- 
nerall, ſo by fraude and faulſnood to beare away the poynt in queſtion. 


Of both the which to treat in ordre, his propoſition he preſumeth of as 


moſt certayne, becauſe in(his iudgment) Faule would not have ſayde of her 

Who departed without ſome ſuch cauſe, Let her ramayne uummarriedl, ur bee recon- 
ciled vnto her baſbad;but hee wonld have ſayde, Let her remayne unmarried till 

. fhee bee reconciled onto her huſbamd, & let her come agayne vnto her huſband in 

any caſe. And why doth Bellarmin,thynke ſoꝰ His reaſons follow. For 

Paul could nor permitt am uniuſt divorcement. agaynit the expreſſe comman 

_— 4 the — . - A RA 5 

And, Ain the ſame Chapter Paul per mitrerh uot the man and wife to we 

from, Carnall company for prayers fake ,aud for a tyme, except it * — 

er. Gt. Hoem ſbould hee per mitt the Wife to remæyne ſeper ated front her huſband 


Trcrttr. bis Will wir hau any caſe efiult drvorcement, In deede if it had 1. 8 
Pauls power to ſtay & refraine the wife from remayning ſoo: no doubt 


— hee n. ither would nor might have permitted, which himſelf ſufficient- 


f luvena*l. ly ſuwed iu forbidding her to depart at all, much more to cõtinue par- 
fade odo wa ted from her huſpand. But 4 if not wit ing this charge and pro- 


xii. Quinque hibition ſhe did leave h-r huſband vpon ſome lighter cauſe;or perhaps 


1 —— though weighry enough for a iuſt divorcemẽt: thẽ Paul in du 
8 


not . 
g Stra be ceo- ty ought and might I hope) with reaſon requier and exhorte her to re 
grphl s mayne vnmarried, and not to ioyne her ſelf in wedlok with another, a 


pauſe n 


cotinzh, thing that · Greekes and f Romayns( whoſe of-ſpringrhes Corinthiãs / 


were) vſed to doe. As(to make it playne by the like examples (S Pau 
neither might neither wold have allowed a inã to be raſhly angry with 
: — t . . 1 


7 


e vpo - bis angry wrath: neitlie might hee there vpon bee iuſtly charged 


1. 


Upon. a lfu Divorce. | Pg. 55. 
Bis brother: for h (br;/t fo rbiddeth it. Bur ifone were ſuddenly ſur- 9 Ma- 
priſed with raſhe angers. Paul wold adviſe himiner ts ler the fun goe dem übel. 


_ permitting wrath vn till the limne {cre agaynſt { b1w#ts comman- 
d. ment. 

No more might hee with graunting liberty to luſt, becauſe he x wil. 
leth men not to fulſill the ſuſts of the fleſh;whereas i Chriſt cõmandeth the Af 
not to Juſt at al., For S. Paul alſo m condemneth all luſting of the fleſl. — 
as ſinne. But ſeing that the feſh will luft agaynſt the Spnit, as log as wee m Rom . 
are in this mortality: he ſtirreth vp the taythiull that they o ier not ſame © N 
raugnc in their mortall bodyes nor doe fulfill the luſt of the ſe ſb. In the ſame 
ſort therefore hee giv<th charge with Chriſt that, the wife departe not fro . R=. b. u. 
her hiſu vd, Vet in conſidration of hum aine infirmity he addeth A 
if ſhee de parte tos, let her bee married, And to meete with a doubt which 
berevpon migh riſe ſith in the next words before he had affirmed that 
they who have not the gift of courinence ſhould marry and whar if the 
have it not?hee adioyneth farther. v or let ber be reconciled uuto her huf- — 


bard. So that al though the words may ſerme to be ttered in the ſa- 


me ſorte, as if they did imply and import a permiſſion, yet are they not 


permiſſive, but imperative in truth, and an expreſſe precept, that the wi 

4 having forſaken her huſbandand t here in downe evill tor beare to 1 Mob 
matry another, for that were farre worſe yea though ſhee can not con- 
tain: n reſpect where of or of any thinge els if ſuee miflike to live - 

maried, ſhee may not uſe the liberty that ſiugie folke may, who reather 

ought to marrie then burne, bur ſhee : muſt reconcile her ſelf vnto her 

huſ! band,whoſe wife ſhee is by duty ſtill. And I may ſay likewiſe doubt- 

les vnto Bellarmin that he & his pamphletter thonld not have maynray 


ned their error in writting: but ſith they have done it ler the write no 


more in defence of it, or let thema. knowledg that in this poynt they q I- el 
were dzccived.For whereas q they gather of the diſjuctive particle L neten 
her remayne unmarried,or bee reconciled, that S. ani hath put it in the wo- this quæl ion 
mans choyſe & lift her at lib. aty, either to live ſeperated ſtill from her #? 1 
"NT: i ” SES > = toin the nex, 
huſband, or to be reconcil. d vnto himzrhey might as well gronnd vpõ betore c. F. 14. 
Christs words to the angell the c hureh of the Ladiãs I would thou wereſt | 
cold or hot that hee hath put it in „ vs at liberti: either 2 nes 4.4% 


to bee colde in faith and love, as fleſh is, or to bee fervent in the ſpi- 


rit. Vet C Hriſt had no ſuch meaning. For he commaundeth vs to bee 4. Zeontes. 


fervẽt & in that verie angell he faith to exeri faith full ma , Be hot Ne 2 4 5 


alot. But becauſe the partyc was luke warme, a wordling who had recy Ker.3 rg, 
Aten 3.22. 


ved the ſe: de of the word but bare not fruite, who knew his maiſters , Luk 1 


w ill, but did it nor and there by ſinned 1 grievouſſy ;Chriſt wiſherh > 


that 
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Tag. 11. Of the lavvfullues of Marriage 
that hee were colde and ſinned leſſe; ſith hee did ſinne, or that hee 


were hot aud free from both theſc faults, the later withe made ſimply 


the former in compariſon. After the which manner ſeing Paul might 


well, and did by all likely hood of ci rcumſtances of the text, withee . 


{imply and cheifly that thewife eſtranged were 2 nciled to her huſ- 
band, next that thee continued rather parted iron 

to another as a leſſe evill in compariſon : the vttering of his ſnten- 
ce with a diſjundttive particle Let her remayne un married or bee 1econciled, 
doth not prove hee put it in the womans choyſe and left her ar liber- 


ty ro doe wether thee liſted. And thus it appeareth how certaine and 


: vndoubted that principle is, which 6 vpon this prooſe Bell mim a- 
Sue vo voucheth to bee moſt certaine and vndoubted. that S. Paule words 
dubio c. touching the witef/fſhee depart , are ment of her onely which parteth 
PS: from her huſoand vporr, amt cauſe of druorcements,How beit if they had 
bene meant of her onely : yet muſt they have rouched {11 h wives as 
leave their huſbands for any other jult cauſe, and not for whore dom, 
Au other and greater overſight of Fellumim, that in exemplifing the 
cauſes of divorcement to which in his opinion the words ſhould be re 
ſtrayned, hee nameth whoredom firſt,as principally compriſcd in S. 
Pauls 1 as S. Paul meant that it and it alone, hould be ex 
cluded and excepted. | SY 7 
For theſe are his words.*T o them. Who are married gt is not 7 that. prve 
cor. J. io commaudement- but the Lord, Let not the wift depart roms. her huſband but if 
ce de parte too, let her remayne unmarried,or bee recunciled unto her buſbad & 
let not the huſband put away his wife, 5 +I TRE 
Where in the laſt braunch Lee not the huſband put away his wife , muſt 
x Mar. 5.32,& needes bee vnderſtood except it bee for whoredom becauſe S. Paule ſaich it 
Ps is the Lords commandement,,and x the Lord gave it with that expreſſe ex 
\ ception- This Bellarmyz doth graunt. Well, Then as the laſt braun 
y EY che ſo the firſt too let not the wife de part from her huſband; For the 
analogie is all one: and etche having intereſt in the others bodte ſhee 
may as lawfully depart from an adulterer, as hee from an adulterc ſſe. 
And this doth Beelæmin graunt alſo. But the middlebraunche is to bee 
vnderſtood of the ſame de parring, and likewiſe qualified as the firſt, 


4 * 


quoth Bellumm: for the fame departing is not meant, in both, but a farre 
5 Adlifferent, in the firſt an uniuſt departinge, in the next a iuſte, and this muſt be 

DD x the ſenfe of the eApoſtles.Wordes, Not f, but the Lord geve commandement, 
let not the Wife depart from. her huſband,to wect without a ufl cauſe:but if ſhee 


goe away, to weet having a uiſt cauſe, let her remayne unmarried, foforth, Iii 


the refutation of which wrong & violence done vnto the ſacred text 


what 


oY 


him, then marrigd | 


* 2 
— „ * 


Therefore, hee depart too, is meant, except it be for whoredome. Nay, not ſo 


” 


: 4 Os 
d 3 


K * 0 a0 


W 


hee aſſaycth to prove it, is the diſiunctive particle, which as 1 have ſhe- 


= 


* 
—— 


Upon, æ laful Divorce, ag. . 35 
what ſhould I ſtand ? when the onely reaſon, whereby out off. ripture 
wed alreadie, hath no ioynt or ſinew of proofe to that effect. And = the 4% bon 
onely father, whoſe teſtimony, hee citeth, for it, doth ground it on that jug cer 1.5 
diſiunctisve particle of Scripture: So that his reaſon being overthrowen, S guguſt e. 
his creditt and authoritie, bya his om ne b approved rule may beare no g a: kec:en | 
ſway. And on the contrarie parte, e many other fathers doe expound 1 n 8 
the ſecond hraunche as having reference to the ſame departing that is am biofe pri- 
for bidden in the firſt. And (which is the chief point) the naturall A it Te. 
drift and meaning of S. Taules words doth en force the ſame. For tlie piylaG and 
tearmes; 7 But, i, too, importe that doing alloe of that which in the 5 
ſenrence before hee had affirmed ought not to bee done: As a the like 4 cor? vc. 
examples in the ſame diſcourſe (to go no ſarder) ſhewe; yea ſome ha- 9,535 © 
ving ones parric le leſſe then this hath to preſſe it therevnto. It is good for & Namely, * 
whe vnme red & WidoWes, if they abide eveu as I doe:ꝙ But if they doe not cen- - Eide 
rene, let them marry.T he woman Which hath an vnbeleeving huſband, and hie 
conſenteth tod well with her let her not put him away: but if the unbeleeumy de- 1. E ide, 
pert, let him depart .e Art thou louſed from_a wifeſeeke not a wift: a Bot then 
marrie alſo, thou ſumeſt not. I his f [peake for your prefitt that, you may dee that 2 kan de kat 
which is comelh But if auie man thinkeit uncomely for his virgin if hee paſſe the 5 
time of Marriage, let him doe what. hee will. The wiſe is bound by the law as ;Eide, 
lage 45 her huſband lrveth: + —_ her huſband bee dead,ſhee is at lihertie ard 
ſoc forth. In all the which ſentences ſith the clauſes brought in wich 
thofe coniunctions have manifeſt relation to the things ſpoken of be- 
fore, & touch them inthe ſame ſenſe, the braunche that is inqueſtion 
having like dependance. muſt in all reaſon be conſerved of ſame the de- 
parting that the former. Thus it bi ing proved thatS. Paul commanding 
the wife to remayne vnmarried it ſhee be parted from her huſband, did 
meane, Except it were for mhoredomzit followeth thatBellarmms propoſiti- 
on is fauitic even in this alſo that hee nameth whoredome amoug the 
juſt cauſes of the wives departing here meant by S. Saul. Now in this 
con luſion inferring here vpon that even a iuſt cauſe of dixorcement 
looſeth not the band of marriage, he is deceitfull,as he was falſe in his 
propoſition. For the word D.vorciment· being vnderſtood, as it is by 
him, for anie ſeperation and parting of the man and wife, though from 
bedd oncly, and for a certayne time: There may be ſundry contin why, 
ſa: h a ſeperation ſhould be allowed or tolle rated, when as the band of 
marriage ſhall nevertheſeſſe endure ſtill, And ſo the ſimple reader were 
likely to imagine that Bellarmin- had concluded a truth & to purpoſe. 
But the poynt where with he ſhould have knit vp his diſpute, and 
which hee would have men conceyve and beare away as if theſe 
F 2 | words 


3.Ean de. 


laué inſolu- 


Tag. 36. Of the law fullnes Marriage. | 
Words implyed it, i that no iuſt cauſe at al of any divorcemẽt doth laoſe rhe bd 
of marriage & therefore neither whoredem. Ihe talſhood whereale woulds 
have bee as cleare as the ſunne-thinear noone-day, the prpolitio being 
ſo evidently falſe wheron it is in ferred. And this is the arguement that ſ 
Bell. ſet his reſt on: the inſoluble argument, even alrogetherinſoluble, | 


s, Arguwemch 2 ground wherot he termeth 5s a demonſtration a molt invincible 


onſtration: againſt the which nothing ſaith he) can beobiected, 


1 Ec 2 . o vv # 
2 — but an inſufficient reply, made by Eraſmns.to weet, that Paule ſpeakerh 


7 Vaum et dj Of an adulterous wife who thertorc being caſt out by her hutband is 
tumquodo- charged ro ſtay unmarried, the innocent party not fo charged, Which 


viyet Poſſet. 


$ lathe 


of C uiiſt 


{nay — cible armey of the Spainyards was by Gods providence thew-d to bee , 


asJom.1 


1 A cap 2 


1 
t 2 
x 


{peaches 07 the Ieſuit come from the like veine of a vauntinge ſpirit as 
thoſe did of his cõplices, who boaſted that 5 the Spainyards Armadoes. | 
& navy ſhould tinde bur weake & filly re ſiſtans in England: and callede |} 
7-25 their armay ſent to conquer us, an invicible at nen, For as they dimini- 
ſh.d by untru. reports the forces prepared: To meete & en countere 
with the ſpaniſh power : ſo Bell. hy ſaying that nought can be obiected 
belide that he ſpeciſieth: yea fard it by belying and talicting of Eraſmus, 
*who contrariewiſc replieth that Pi doth ſeeme to ſpæakes ot lighter 
diſpleaſiurs tor which divorcement then were uſual, not of fuch cryms 

in AaSadaltery, Moreover by the ſubſtance & weight of my re pl ye to his 
inſoluble argeument, the Godlye wiſe indifferent eye wil ſee (I truſt) 
*. that the knotts & ſtrings therot are looſed & broke:even as the invig- 


Vin-ible without great en oũtering; the carkeſes and ſpoyles of their 
ſhips & men upon the Engliſh, Scortuh, & Iriih coaſts did wittneſſe. it. 
So ler allt yn enemues periſh, Lord, aud let them who love him be as the ſunus 
Wher he goeth forth i. bu ſtrength. | 


The third Chapter. 
The conſent of Fathers, the ſecond preteuced proofs for the Paasfts doc trins 
in thirpaynt is pretended falſly: & Hall be weig hed in amn even. baltance , be 
Fathers checks rather. 5 . 


| A Fter the forfayd teſtemonies of criptur u-ged by our adverſaries | 


n the ſitſt plicefor the cõmending of their errour: Secondly,the 
ſame truth (ſaith the Ieſuite) mæy be prooved by traduion .. By which his 
owne ſpeech, if we ſhould take advantage of it, he graunteth all that I 
bare ſaicde : gainſte his argumentes drawem out of rhe Scripture, and 
lo farre forth agreetli with us. For what und rſtandeth he by the word 
Tan- Docrin not wen, as? hatt lt protcifertin his fickt 


eon. 


. 


* AA w@ On AA 75S. 


| 


Dpa lamfull Divorce, P.. a. 
controverſie. Where having noted that al though the word tradition 
bee generall & ſignifieth any doctrine written or vnwrirten, which one 
unparrerh to another, yet divines, and almoſt all the auncient tathers, 
applie it to ſignifie vnw ritten doctrine onely. And ſoe will wee heraafter 
vſe this word (auth hee. It the point in quiſtion then may be proved (as 
Bellarmin- atfirmeth it may) by tradition: We might con lude it is not 
written in the ſcriptures by his owne verdict, & theretore all the ſcrip- 
tures alleaged by him for, it are alleag d falſy. But hee ſemeth to vie 
the name of tradition in like ſort. as b Vincentius Larmenſis doth, calling 
the doctrine de livered by the church the ( hurc hes tradition. This to 
bee his meaning Igath r by the reaſon that hee addeth ſaying fir there 
are extant the teſtumonies of the fathers in all ages for it. The Pamphletter in 
other words, but more peremptorily to avouch the proofe therc of by 


the opi ion & cenſure of ail ages, affirmeth, he will ſhewe that ir Mas never 


thought laWſullſmce Chriſt, for Chriſtiaas divorced for fornication to mrrry ænie 
ether while both man & Wifs lived. That it was never thought lawfull ſince 
Chris, is a boulder ſpeeche them Bellarmin, doth. vſe: though to hitr 


the marke as it were with his ſhaft, hee muſt and doth imply as much ccp.;c 


in that hee faith it may be proved by traditiou. For tradition hath not 
tor e enough to provea thing to be true, not in thevapiltsowneiudg- 
ment, vnles it have bene alwates approved and agreed on by the gene- 
tall conſent of Fathers, (as we tearme them) Paſtors and Doctors of the 
Church. Which I affirne not vpon the generall rule of? Vincentius one- 
lie ſo greatly, and ſo oſten praiscd by them as golden: But upon the 
on Of theT rent Couucel and pillars of the popiſn Church ſubſcrib- 


Free 


ing to it. For 4 the Counce Jof Trent commanding that noe man fhal 8 

expound the Scripture againſt the jence that the Church houldeth or fxpiſt ad voi 

againſt the Fathers conſentig al in one, doth covertly gra unt, that if verſamG 15 

the Fathers conſent not all in one, their opinion may bee falle, and eg Andr. 

cõſequently, no ſure proofe of a pyont inqueſtion. Audradiuse doth 5 Locor. The- 

open & avouch the fame in his defence of the Councel : a worke verye 995 © b.7-ca 

highly commended by f Oſerius. And (anus ſetteth downe for a conclu h Tim >con 

ſion, that many of them conſenting in on can yeld noe firme proote, if? lb. c cap. o 

the reſt though fewer in numbre doe diſſent. Yea b Bella min himſelfe 

faith that there can no certainty be gathered out oftheit ſayings, vhen 

they agrie not amonge themſelves. It is a thing graunted the by our 

adverſaries that the Fathers have not ſtreugth enough to _ ought 

anleſſe they al conſent in one. But the Fathers doe norcenſent in one a- 

bout the poynt we treat of, as it ſhalbe ſhewed, Our adveriaries therfor 

muſt graunt that the opinion which they hould in this poynt, cannot 

de pravvede by Fat hats. Nay they are A of beeinge enforcede 
| : 8 to 


— 
— 7 4 


© 


— — 
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Pages. Of the latifiilluesof Marriage. 
esd de to graunt a farther matter, and more importing them by the conſeqẽt 
iam kb hereof. For through a decree o Pope uus the fourth, the profeſſors 


Fu eib ot all faculties, & all that take degrees tn any popiſh ſchole are bound 


— by ſolemne oth that they ſhall never expound & take the Scripture but 
benden according to the Fathers couſeuting all in on. Wherfore how will Bel. 
2- As Parſons perhaps the pamphle tter alſo if he have been amogſt them and taken 
by name Rut àny degree, but what ſhift will Bell. and his Puefellou's finde to ſave the 


tom con pait 


ron . queſt ſelves from periury, v hen it ſhalbe ſhewed that many of the Fathers 


chile de gaiuſay that opiniö, which himmſelle and his expound the S: riptue for? 


mattimon. And what if it appear, that the greater number of Fathers doe fo ? not 
—— the greater onely: but the better alſo, and thoſe whoſe grounds are ſure 
in eap din otr Then all the probability, which Fathers can yealde will turne againſte 
— — the papiſts: and that which our adverſar. es would proove by Traditi- 
miaati o lchol· On, and the conſent of all ages wil rather be diſproved thereby. But 
-s. ho ſoever men be diverſiy perſua ded touching the number & qual 

of the Fathers enclining this: or that way, by meancs of ſundry circũ 
ſtance which may breade doupt both perticulariy;of certaine, and of 

the whole ſumme in generall: the maine and principall poynt remain 

ing to be ſhewed,namellythat the Fathers conſent not all in- one for the pa- 

 piits doctriue, is moſt cleare and evident out of all controverſie. In foe 
much that many even of them alſo whom Peil. alrageth, and the pam- 
phlerter after him, as making for it, make indeed againſt it: and thoſe 

ot the chiefeſt and formaſt ranckes e ſpecially, in the ſirſt, the ſecond the 

third, the fourth hundred yeares after Cheiſt. All the which agree & 

teach with one conſẽt that the man forſaking his wife for her adultery, 

is free to marry again: ſave ſuch of them onely, as in this verry poynt 


of doctrine — marriage , are tainted with error by the iudge- 


* Onο 4 meut and cenſure of Papiſts themſelves, A token of the vaneric & 
Loni v cr 20 folly of our adverlaries Bellarmin- and the Pamphlerter : who by na- 


Alen ming one at leaſt in everie age, would needes make aſhewe of havin 
Fig jotherwy! 


Called Torriã the couſent of all ages with them, whereas it wilbe ſeene here by that 


alotuir 1i> de in many we have the moſt and beſt;and they, either none at all, or none 


6 %. ſound. For in the firſt hundred yeares after ( iſt all that Bellar- 


n PoFe Ge's- min ſayth th y have, is the teſtimony of Clemens in the Canons of the 


ng i Apoſtles x where the man is willed without auy exception to bee excom 


died in acoũ- mimitatet, who ha vin put a. ey his Wile doth marric another. Nou beſide 

e lle Scra Ro- . oh Bell . 7 h e ee 

mans did. lj that Clement vpon whom Bellamy. fathrreth, thoſe canons, is inriured 
therein. As for the later parte ot them! himſelf ſheweth m his freind 
for the former, neither are they of Apaſtelique antiquitie and authori- 
tie not witſtanding theyr title, as = many Fathers eſtifie , and Pa- 
piſts will acknowledg when they are touched by them :: 


The 


marrie aeother he is an 


po- a len ſull Divorce, 74g. 35 


The author of the Canon had reſpect therein (by all probabilitic) to Band 
the Apoſtolique doctrine receyved from Chriſt, and theretore though e "i 
he made not an expreſſe exception o: divorce for whoredome,might ð 

as well imp; it, as I have declared that ſome ot the Euas geliſts, and S. . 
Paule did. Which the interpreters allo of choſe Canons p Zonaras and p cemmeétin 
Balſumom, thought to bee ſo likely and more then a conitcture, that ©9298: Adoſt 
they expound it 10 without any ſcruple. Palſſam cm in ſaying that. hee * 
Who putteth Away his wife Without cauſe may not marrie anoti er; and Jonaras 

that hee Who marrith a weman put away wut hou t catſe by her huſbæud goth, < 
commu adulterie. Or if theſe utitters miſiooke the anthours meaning, 1 
and in his opinion no man, howiocver his wife were putaway, willi 

out or with cauſe, might law fully marti ie another: thẽ take this with 
all, that a hee ſłarſe allowed any (cond marriage, but controuled the „ 
third as a figne of intemperance, and condemned flatly the fourth as 9 
mani eſt w horedom. Which al though r a Ieſuit goe about to cover & 


ſalve wich gentle gloſes likes the falſe ptophets. Who when one had built 1 Fr Turin. 
on not in Apa 


up a muddin wail ard pargedit With vnſavoree plarster:yet ſitli that counter- con gene; 


fut Clemgis woorke did flow out of the fountanics of the Gretians, as ¶ Back 13. 10. 
a great Hiſtorian of Rome hath truelie noted, and among the rei- SI 
ant many, held that crrour, as it is likewiſe ſhewed by a u greatSorbo- \ anal ecele. 


-niſt; the likely hood of the matter, & ſpring whence it procedeth agree dead ax 


ua Chriſtiz7 


ing ſo fitly witli the naturall & proper ſiguification of the words, will A Eſbenczu? 
not per mitt their black nes to take any other heu e, nor ſuffer that pro h. dec mti 


fane ſpecch of I know not what Clment, to be cleared from plaine con 96118 


tradi Gion to the word of Gd. Wherefcre the oncly witneſſe that 
Bellamin produceth our of tne firſt hundred yeares, doth not helpe 

him. Out of the ſecond hundred he preduceth three; fu#twns,eAthe- 1 6 , 
nagoras aud Clemens e Aleæandemus. The firſt of whom fuStinus praiſing 


the compendious briefnes of CHriſtes ſpeeches re hearſeth this amon oft Nen ad 
them: Whoſo marreeth her that. is divorced from ber huſband, doth commit ad- 3 


ulterit. Meaning not as Hellar. but as Chriſt did: who excepting whore- ex Fe 
a, Apnicge 


dome in the former braunche ot that ſentence, vnderſtoode it like- t Ne 


wiſe in this, as I have ſneued. And how may wee know that Juſtus 10 leg mens 
meant ſoe? By his ou ne words, in theta hee commendeth a godly 3 


Chriſtian woman, u ho gave to her adulterous huſ band a bill of diver ai en 
Ii 1it. x D, 


cement bb ſuch as did looſe that band of matrimony, and ſaith« oncer- Conn, 
ning him that hee was not her huſband afterwerd. The next © e4thenegs- repudijs, 


ras,athrmeth (I gene) that an) man bemg pared from his fermer wife e 5 ä 
ulterer. But Bellarmm muſt graunt withallthat feb cccl hiſt 
Athenagoras affirmeth it vntruly: conſidering that hee ſpcaketh of par- !? ak 120 
ting even by death too, as well as by div orcement, & teac heth with the chruitjazis. 
5 | "MM de Montaniſts 


— - _ — — — 
I - — 


Pg. 4. Of the lawfultnes rige 
p _Montanifts chat v hatſoerer ſecond marriage is vnlawfull, Whrrevps 
4 emal de a famons Pariſian. Divine e Claudius Eſpenſcus faith ot this fame ſenten - 


moncgeam 


EP:Pfa.bzre ce of his which Bellarmin. citeth, that it ſavoureth rather of a Philoſo. ö | 
{ 


48 Auguft de pher then a ¶ hriſtian: & may wel be thought to hare ben inſerted into 
Seceans. bis worke —— — ure, for che ground thereof yery true 
lb 3cap.!7 that the ſaid opinion is a Philoſophicall fanſie, yea an hercſieʒ Though 
Noted in the wordes ſeeme rather to be Athenagoras his one, as f ſundrie tar- 
bat by Eſpen hers ſpeak dange:ouſly, that way the thruſt in by Encratites, zu ho gene 
Tad e v rally riected ali marriage, not ſecond marriage onelie. Athenagorus the. 
gEeipha.here ret ore worketh {mall credit to the Ieſuits cauſe, As much dorh the laſt 
beet of his witneſſes Clemens e Ale randmus For both in this point about 
Ee? 6. ſecond . hee matcheth e Athenagerus & otherwiſe his writings 
are tainted with vnſoundnes, and ſtained with fpott of errour. Which 
judgment not onely k Proteſtants of er maine have in our remembran 
EH Eccle. ce lately, geven of him, though al Jeſuitical ipirit doe tradn<e thẽ inſo- 
- magdeburg  jently,for it: But m an aun icut Pope of Rome with ſeaventie byſhops 
IEgu cam aſſembled in a Councell above a thowſand yeares ſince , 2nd aByſhop 
| mcapsaudie of Spaine a man of no ſmall reputation with Papiſts for ſi ili both in 
Roman: diſt divinitie and in the Canon law® Didacus Covarravee dothapprove the | 
1 vatlat refs lame, No in the third hundred yeares(to goe forward) Tertullam & 
1b, N. cap. T Oregen are brought forth to aver re Bella mins opinion , of whom one 
| | queltion leſſe cõtrolleth, perhaps both-ForoT erewliadiſpuring againit | 
the heretique Marcion, who falf.ly obiected that ¶ hrift is contrarie to 
O Moſes, becauſe e Hoſe graunted divorcement, ( hriſt forbiddeth it, 
gen i a. anſwerethrbat- Chriſt ſaymg , whoeſorver ſholl put away his wit ænd mar rie 
5 excadem v. -another.cormmutteth adulterie, meaneth 5 undoubredly of pu' ti g away for that, 
—— cauſe, for whichit is not lamfull for a man to putt away his wift that, hee max 
_— all marrie another. And likewifefor the wift, that he is an adulter er, who marrieth 
4. llliatedi- her beg put away, s if ſhee bee put away unlaWfuily:confidering that, the mar- 
miſſam'ma riage, which is not rightly broken off , continuath , end While the marriage doth 
— uod cautimue, it is adultarie to marrie. Which words of Tertullian manyfeith | 
von dite dirẽ. declaring that a man divorced from his wife law fully, for the cauſe ex- 
raum e. cepted by ( hrifſt, may marrie another, Belle mm doth very cunningly 
and fincly, cut of with an et cetera, and faith that there he teac heth that 
_ Chriſt did not farbid divorcement if ther be a iuſt cauſe but forb d o maya | 
gnize after drvorcement, So directly againſt the moſt evident light of the | 
| woord-s & tenour of the whole diſconrſe: that lerned men of theire 
des. Epi iu a Owneſide,though houldirg his 1 yet could not for ſname but | 
iv decreral graunt that T ertuliaz,makerh againſt them in it. For? biſhop Covar- | 
B.. ruuia mentioning the Fathers who maintein that men may lawfully | 
b. 6. y 
marry againe after diuorcement for adulteP;namerh Tertullian. (quo 
3 ot tin 


hSttom li 2 
Isttom lib. 3 
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pore, laufen. Hivorte, Pag. 4. : 
ting this place)4mons them, Witwe Seenſts a man not in feriour in 3 3 | 
learniug to helaumum in ſencere dealing torrhiis-point ſuperiour, con- *. 
feſſaoth onthe ſame place, aud on choſc ſame words, but re ited u Holy, 
not clipped with et cetera.) that I ertulliam in aketh a certaync· & vn- 
doubtedatſertion thereof. Pamoliur in deede through adelire of prop ve, 
ping vp his chruches doctrine with Terrulliaus credit, ſaith that though nion cp. 
hoe (eee here to allame divorce mont. for adulteris in ſuch ſort, as thats tie 3, ct parad « 
huſband amy marrie enother Wiſe:yethee-openoth himfelf, & holdethir to be s 
lawfull-in his books * of ſingle marriage Wkerein he ſaith ſome what” „but g 1c Hoc. 
litle to his advantage. For Tertullimt, wrote this booke of ſingle wa wis. 2 
nage when he was falls away from the Catholique, faith vnto the here ca gs 
fie of Nl outamus: and fo doth holdet herein agreably to that here ſie, c necciet 
that is vnlaw fill to marriea ſetond wift hovoſorver a man- be parted from. the BER 2 - 
former by divorcement or by death. But in chat hee wrote, while hee was a mel gun 


id de mon- 


. „ , « ; 2 ; ”. 22 : ] 
Catholique againſt the heretique Marcion, he teacheth corrariwiſe the ef. un 


ſame that wee doe. as Sixrus Senenſis and (ouaruvias trucly graunt, Yea u. 
Pamelius himſelt if he looke betrer to his owne notes, doth grai.rit as 3 i 
much. For —— Tertullian vſech the . 15 - r 
proper ſigneficatiom- for ſuch a divorcement, ly loi ij one putrecih away his Wife marc ion cap, 
& marrieth another Bur Tertullian ſaith that ¶ hriſt doth ævouche the vigh *. 


teoufnes of divorrement- @Chrift therefore avoucheth that for adulte , ., _ : 


ricaman'may = away his wife & marrie another by Tertulliene judg tem ate. 
ment. Which alſo may be probably thought concerning Onge: Ab ]] 
though it be true " hee ſatth( as Bellermm., citeth him that certane by ſbop- 

did permit awoman. to marrie While her former huſband lived , and addeth, u Tria.-jn 
they did it a gaynſt the ſcriptucre. For hee ſeemeth to ſpeake ofa woman ef. 
divor-edtrom her huſband, not for adulterie, but for ſome other cau- 

ſe, luch as the Jewes-vſed to put away theit wives for, by giving thema 


bill of divorcement, The matter that he handlerh;2nd cauſe that he ge 


veth thereof doe lead vs to his meaning. Approved by the opinion of 
certaine learned mẽ to. For after he had ſaid according tox the words 
of Cbrift which he expoũdeth/that. Moſes m permitting a bill of divorcem#t 
ard yeeld unto the wakenes of the to whom the lay was gevezhe ſaith that, he 


. Chriftian byſho ps who permuterh a Woma to marie while her former huf band 


lroeth did it perhaps fir ſuch wealerer. wherfor ſith in ſaying that,ch1swhich 
they did, they did perhaps fir (uch weaknes,he hath relatiõ vnto that of Mo- 
ſes, & Moſes, as he addeth )didmet graũt the bill of drvorcemit for adulterie, fir 
that was puniſhed by deathit followerh that theByſhop whom Orig? char 
geth,with doing againſt the ſcripruere did permitt the womã, to mar 
rie vpõ divorcemẽt forſome other cauſe, not for adulterie & ſo his re- 
pros ing of the doth not touche vs, who: graũt for adulterie only: Thus 

| | DEE. = 2 


x math. 19.8 


4 


= 


{ 
— 


* 


| — Ag ved for it. Chiefly a 
. lib.1>cap.38. hereſies in diverſe points of faith, for which a b general Councel with 


* * 2 * 1 ER r — . * N 


Pag. 42 Of the lawfallnes of Marriage. | 
Sar, doth 7 Eraſmus thinkethar Orig? meant: cõcluding it farther, as clea- 
2 2 _ re, by ſimilitude which the had vſed before of Chriſt who pur awy theSy 
2. ia mat nagoge( his former wife as it were, becauſe of her adulterie & married the 


9 


— 


Akapſicar at Church. Vea A Tapper likewiſe a great divine of Lova,& of better _ | 


* Lovan wirhPapilts thẽ Eraſmus ſaith that the divorcemẽt permitted by thoſe 
he aymed at another marke, to prove an vatruth: yet vawares he hit a 
truth more the he thought of, & ſtrengthened that by Origẽ which he 

thougnt to overthrowe. Ho beit if Bell, or Bell Interpreter can per- 
ſuade by other likelyhoods out of Org (as he is ſomewhat darke, and 

I know not whether irreſolute in the point) that the thing reproved 
buy him in thoſe Byſhops was the permutt ing of one to m arrie againe after 

Synod 5s A cemct for adulterie; our cauſe ſnalbe mote advantaged by thoſe ſun 

®:orinob. col drieBiſhops who . it, thẽ diſadvãtaged by onOrqgẽ, who repro 

eing Origẽ impaired much his credit both by other 


tc Tim i cõt 


6 lib a cad 8. c Bell. allowãce coũt nim damned heretique a & inthis matter by 4 ex 
dHom 17 in cluding al ſuch as are twiſe married out of the Kingdõ of heavẽ, which 
cncbrad. : divines of Pars obſetve & check him for. Wheras thoſe Byſhops of 
anno marg. who he maketh mẽtiõ. were neither ſtayned otherwiſe ſor ought that 


| Eſpenceus de may begathred, nor herein did they more thẽ the right belieying & Ca 


continent lib tholique church all that time thought lau / full to be don, as app-areth 
304. 9. py Terrulli & uſtine the Martyr. In the which reſpectf Peter Seto (a freir 
t ria de Of great accout in the Trent Councell) having ſa id that it is playne by 


* - Infiſcus$a many arguments that the caſe which we treat of was doubttull in the 


— auncient church alleageth this for proofe thereof out of Origes that. 
many Biſhops permitteth married mon to marri agaime after drvorcement-, 
Thus if the two fathers whom Bear. out of the third hundred yeares 
as making for him doe not make agailt him, which perhaps they doe 
both-yet one of the doth not out ot all controverſie, & bythops,more 
in number, in credit greater then the other agree with him therein. 
Out of the forth hũdred, the ſhewe which ell. maketh, is a great deal 
tayrer the out of the third:& a nũber of Fathers, the coũcel of EliberisS. 
Am, S. Ierö, a Romã Byſnop, & S. (hriſo are aftirmed thẽce to ioyne thẽ- 
ſelves with him. But they are affirmed in tlie like manner as the for- 
mer were: ſkarſe one of them avouching the ſame that hee doth, the 
reſt in part ſeeming to bee of other opinion, in part moſt clearelyſhe- 
wing it, and ſuch as ſhewe not 
nes, & that in this matter their opinion & iudgement is of ſmall value. 
2 conon. y. For the formoſt of them 8 the Councell of Eliberis, ordained that 
a Woman Winch for ſooke her huſbaud beeauſe of his adulter ie and would. 


8 


* Byſhops, who Origecontrouleth was a pe wiſh divorcement. Wherein though - 


ond 9 


much, yet ſhewing thagr © Pear f | 


— — —__ 
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both men & wome: but they ſpeake peculiarlie of the womaalone, & 


| Dom- alavvfull Divorce, Pag. 4. 
marrie mother, ſhould befurbiaden to marrie, & f hee married , ſhee fhould not 
receaue the communion til he were dead Who ſhee firſooke vnleſſe neceſſitie of ſic- 
knes ceſtryncd to geve it her. M heerein it is to be noted, firſt that the coù- 
cell ſaith not. g Hanie man, ſo to comprehend & touche generallie all 8 $i qu L. 
ſo doe not forbid the man te leave his adulterous wife & marrie ano- b preg : 
ther.Secondly,that thewomais excommunicated, ifwhe ſhee is for- 
bidde by the church to marrie,ſhee marrie neuertheleſſe, not if beſore 
ſhe be rorbidde: As it were to puniſh her diſobedience rather then the 
fact it ſclf. Thirdlie,that ſheets not debarred all her life time from the 
communion, but for a ſeaſon onely, & in time of neede, in daungerous 


 ficknesdoth receive it: yea, even while the partie, who ſhee forſooke li- 


veth. Of the which circumſtances the firſt though it might argue the 
Councels overſight who made the womãs caſe herein worſe then the 
mans, both being free alike by Gods lawe: yet for the man it ſneweth 


that they allowed him to marrie againe after divorcement according 


to the doctrine of ¶ ini which wee maintaine. The next yeildethlike- 
lichood that the Councell did forbid the womi this not for that they 
thought it vnlawfull, but vnſeemelie aps or vnexpedient, as h ano 


ther Councell is read to have forbiddẽ the celebrating & ſolemnuing _ w_ * 


of marriages at certaine times. But the laſt putteth the matter out of porter a fexta 


doubt, that they were perſuaded of the womã alſo marryig in ſuch ſort *z*fima 33 c. 
that her fact was warrãtable by the word of God. For eis had they, noet 
judged her marriage with this latter ma to be law full, they muſt needs 5 


have iudged her to live with him in perpetuall adulterie. Which if they 


had thought, it is moſt improbable they would have admitted her to 


the communion in cafe of daungerous ſicknes: ſeeing at the point of  - *- 
death they denie it to womẽ ſo continuing, yeak to me offend ng leſſe fan- 6. 


eo hoes OR. 0 : ” kean- 3.7 17 
heynoufly then ſo. With ſuch extremitie of rjgour therein that | Bars- 11.27.65. 


nius noteth their decrees as ſavouring of the Nevarzan herefie; & m Hell. 72% 26. 


IAnnal Eceteſ 


layeth it almoſt as deeply to their charge. So farre from all likeliehood tom. 2d 


is it that they would admitt her in neceſſitie of ſicknes tõ the commu- ant. 


Tim.”, 


nion had they bene perſuaded ſhee lived in adnlterie ſtill, Therefore it contr,7 l f 


vas not without cauſe that Bell. did ſuppreſſe this circumſtance to ge- 4 
ther with the former, inciting the decre of the Elibernię Councell:leaſt 
his falſe iltation, to weete that. they accounted ſuch marrzage pulavfull ven 
Fr the innocent partie, & in the A — be ; 
controlled thereby. Next᷑ is Ambroſe brought in. hem.» 2 
chap. of Luke, wriceth much againſt them that putting a way their wife 


e deſcovered and 


Won the 16 


doe marrie another, and he calleth that marriage adulteric in ſundrie 
places: neither doth heever except thecauſe of whordõ in that whole 
| 3 a 8 diſcourſe 


vettum noc ſi 


EE — — 2D — — ———ů— 


11 Ofthe enfulleraf Merrie 
: diſcourſe as Bellas ſaith. But what if Bellawine here, be like himſelt 
Amins tooꝰ Certainely S eAwbroſeſpeaketh 90f ſuch wives as lived without 


lex h na 
non prohiber thers after they 


I. putas id u crime, & i whom their huſbands were (as hee adderh) forbiddẽ by the 
br licere quia lawe of God to pot away. So that hee reproving men for marrying o- 
ad put away their chaſte wives, doth evidently thewe 


- ag bio he meant not of marriage atter divorcement for whoerdom, And if it 


Noli ergo be fufficiẽt proofe that he ſuppoſed they, might not marric againe at- 


* ter they had put away a whorith wite becauſe he never exct pteth v hot 
mite dö in thit — of marrying againe, thẽ by as ſutficiẽt a rea 
— moe ſon hee ſuppoſed that 2 they, might not put awaye ch. ir wives at all, 
n. Math 1.32. no not for-w hordom, becauſe he never excepteth it in that whole dit- 
— >: cog courſe of putting away the wite.But thatPapiſts will ge unt chat amd 
qEfit cad may ſawfully put away his wife, if ihce committ whordom. As Hellar. 
_ nam & then will conſtrue S. Ambroſe in this hraunch, ſo let him in the form:r, 
ch eradver- And it he ſay, tinat S. Ambroſe thinking vpon Luke alone whom he ex- 
ee pounded, or truſting his memone forgot the exeeptio added by (l 


lib 3. % o i Mathew, for putting away the wife. the ſame ſlipp ot memone 
3. Wh-codem might looſe the ſame exception for o marrying another. If he thinke 


ne dſ con d 


hau 
Aug 


Gib cap 8 pfteſſely: whatrcaſon why, it might not as well be vnderttood in the 


LY * later alſo⁊ As for S. cram no marveil if he wrote againſt ſecõd marriage 


eln, after divorcement for whordo 4 who wrote aꝑainſt all ſecond marria- 


The dwiaes ges in ſu q ſort, that: Eſpenceus alketh what could have ben ſaid more 


of Levanin 


chier edition gte ivoufly againſt them by the impure 3 Cathæriſts, then is ſaid by him? 


ofau..en. And, Vive pronounceth, that he did not only deteſt ſecond marria- 


pr intedat Ant 


actpaudpa ges, but alſohadſmallliking of the firit, nor did much favor matrimo- 


zisbaveleft nic; B-ſide that himſelfto, ac farre as h. exceded the boundes o GOd- 


tir sſentene 


out bey on ly modeſtic & truth her in, even by theſa mens iadgments whom Pa- 


ri preſeript. piſts doc r pute learned & Catholique allayeth & corect: th in one of 


of index cx. 4 


purgatorius the places, whic hBel!, aleag th, hio peremptoric cenſure g ven in the 


tgronvyul reaches Hirth in hie knit: toe hat it 
: = Ae dd Other. For whereas hee faith iu his Epiſtio (o Amandus, that the wife 


macriges Epi. that e Ambreſe did not ſorget himſelf. but vnderſtoode the exceptiõ in 
[4.9 p34 the former point, as the, Apoſtle did, though neither mention it ex- 


N. ho divorced herſelf from her hatband becauſe ot his adulterie & mar- 


Non APIs tied angther - m. ayadltrrefſe for ſo martying;& 3 her ne we huſband 


dulter ax adlulterer : In hisepitaph of Fabiola (a noulc godlyg nttewoman of 
and dervafe Rohr, u ho did the like & was peenit᷑t for it after her lecond husbads 


non porter. deaths ha ſaith, that ſhe. hamented & bemnyladit for, as if ſbee had cmmit-— 
3 5b. 66>» red adaitorns,By which kinds of ſpeech & others ſutable to it as that hre 


ni vx 


0 poſt mot tearmth her ſtate aſter divorement from her firſt huſband Widdow:- 


wrnodi vic  hop8eauigeth, rar thee foſt ache boror of buverg bed but bed, by 
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cere mores." mug Hheſecugy & ſaitl Joes though htte ropndcrgaca.certain, 
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ſc ot his adulterie, & ro marie another. For that which. Eabiola did, fn 
did opẽl/chler ſelf was religious, godly, wel inttructed: & thought it to rtatae baperte 


Vora lewfull Dise. 7.4. 
 thadow of pitiſull wedlocke, then to plaie the whore, becauſe it is bet- 
ter(aith Paul )to marrie thẽ to burnè: S. eron de clarerh that although 


itwere a fault in his opinion to doe as ſheedid : yet not ſuch a fault, a 
cCrune: a publique crime, as Bell. doctrine maketh it. No more may it 


be iuſtly thought in the opinion of that Roman Byſhop, of hom, be- 
cauſe he put e e publique penance after her ſecond huſbands 

dœath, Bell, concludeth thar it was accounted a publique crime in the 
Cacholique Church at that time, if any man whilſt his wife yer lived, 
matried another yea, albeit for whord6. For mẽ at that time were put 

to ſome penance in the Catholique Church, for marrying againe after ,q._..c. 


their tirſt wives death, as Bell. obſerveth out of the Cathotiquet Coun- can etlao 


cels: adding therewith al, that al though they knewe ſecond marriage dt 
to be {awtuil, yet becauſy it isa token of incontinẽcie they chaſtiſed it re e 
wich ſomepenãce. Whetetor ſich it mightealſthe be that they who laid e 
{ome yours vpon ng fault, would lay publique pcnance vpon aſmal ec ntineme ep 


fault, ſperially in women, to who in ſuch caſes they were more ſevere & 1 age . 
rigorous them to mẽ: the penance which the Bithop did put Fabiola to moò intetpres 
for her ſecõd marriage doth not prove ſutficiently that jt was accoun- bonus 

ted then a publique crime in the Catholique church. Howbeir if the . — Gra 
t-arm ofpublique crime be ſed ina getter ſe{ thecomonly it is, or the tem 
Bnhop ofKome did never put aney but grivous offẽders & ſinners to « thewiſe cap 
publique penance: yet perhaps even ſo to will Bellarman- come ſhort 2 gui H. 
of this conclufion ſtill· For thereby ſaith he) we doe not vnderſtand * agar, 


that · if ay man while his Wife yer lived, marrie another, yea aibeir for 3 3 
- + ., . . f . 1 I on 
whoreds,itwasaccounted a publique crime in theCatholique church cmaia D. de 
at that time, if any mã did it. As who ſay the Byſhopot Rome muſt —_ iudie. 
I - . p = ; . L . qui - vive 
needs hould that, if womẽ were not liſenced romarrieafrer divorce- te conjage 


ment for whordom,men could not be neither, Whereas he might be BY 
c1,EH 


ot the ſame opiniõ, that an auncien ,Councell ſeemethſas Lih:wed.)to eee EY 


have bene before him; & an aunciẽt yFarher(living & writing as «ſome y ambioC in, 
thinke; in Rome about the ſame time) was: Imeane, that this liber- 1 ctv“ 
tie & treeds ſhould be graunted to men but not to wome, Mortover theol gorum 
the delay o Fabolus penance, in that the was not put thereto vntill . 19421 in dung 
; 3 7 : 5 gult hb quaſt 
zer herſeco2d huſoands death,yeledoth very ſtrong & porabable cõectu- erer nov re. 
xe that it had not bene before the accoũted any crime at all in the Ca „ 


. - bd as a, 
holiquzchur:h,norfor a womi neithe to put away her auſbid becau in. 4 
4 Oec N. x 
3 Melius azbi 


be lawtall, Her huſbãd by all-lykelyhood oflike minde & iudgement: 4. 
the church of Rome called not their marriage in to queſtion The By- 4 
ſhop did not execute any Churchce ſure on the. Nay, ſiti e 153 year tutaren. 
G3: 70ng, - 
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. C4. Of the lnvrfulines of «Herring 
yong, when they married, and never harde of any fault therin cõmit- 
tedaslong as her huſbandlived : it may beRome had many bi (hops 
in that time, none of whom ſaw cauſewhy they ſhould ble her forit, 


The _—_ of Fabiola therfor, & the Romã bs. deling in it, maketh more 


a great deale with us then againſt us, if it be throughly waighed. Now 


Cent ma he teacheth the ſame with S. feroms- yea with b S. Ierom- ſimply comen 
cHom.17.in ding all ſuch marriage. For what doth S. Chriſoſtom teach in the ſermõ 
— Sell, quotetth upon Math.? Forfooth; that by « Moſes law it was 
permitted that whoſoever hated his wife for any cauſe might put her away &. 

another in, her Roome: But Chritt left the huſbad one cauſe alone to put 


away his wife for uamely whoredom. What? & doth it folow hereof that . 


Chri ſoft. meant that the huſbad putting her away for whoredõ, might 
nor marry another? Rather the clean contrary. Seing he ſpeaketh of 


ſuch a puting away, as Moſes did permit & małeth this the differẽce 


betw / eene Chriſts ordinance, and the lawe of e Noſes, that Moſes did 
ermit it for any cauſe, Chriſt but for one, Which to be his meaning 
ſheweth more plainely upon the firſt to the Corinthiãs, ſaying that 


6 Nom „int the marriage is diſſolved by whordom- neit her is the huſ band, æ buſband a- 


lnger. For hence it appeareth that he thought the band ofmarri- 


oF age to be looſed when they are ſeyered for woreds : and therefore cõ 
er.cot 7.28 ſequently the parties are free to marry according to the Apoſtles rule. 

Homil de 
ien ena rence with this place will ſhew him to have taught. But what ſhould I 


gxpito m ia ſtande on farther proofe thetof, it being ſoundoubred, t that biſhope - 
Codaruvias an ern⁊ ſt adverſary of marriag after dworcement, & — | 


ing al the Fathers th u he can a gainſt it ,confefſethS.Chriſoft.ro ſtan 
on the other {ide againſt him for it. Aud this in four hundred years af 


; 


excepting them which make as much for the Encratites, Montaniſtes, 


and Cathariſts, as they doe for Papiſts. In the ages followiug he fin- 
deth better ſtore - now one now moe in the hundred. Vet among thẽ 


alſo , looke how many he nameth of the Eaſtern biſhops, whether ex- 
preſſedly, or implyedly: he playeth the Ieſnit with him, For the firfte of 
them T heophylett he alleageth with the ſame faith & truth, that he did 


. Chriſoſt, whoſe — 4c being (after Bellarmins owne note) 
inc . lib. did follow his maiſter. „ CIS 5 
62.4. b. V0. And this the two places themſelves that Bellarmin quotetir; doe 
1 inſinuate clearelye: The former by oppening how Chriſt permit- 
19. teth not the putting awaye which ſes aria, Without inſte cauſe , nor 


alow:th 


I 


S. C hriſoſtom- maketh abſolutly with us: howſoeoer Bell. affirmeth that 


And other where alſo, though ſomew har more obſcurely, yer cofer- . 


allow 
who 


rerChriſt, Bell. caottinde on of the Fathers, that he may iuſtly ſay is his 
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note. Wherefore the Councell could not be the farther of that decree 


\ 


and s date it in a publique ſolemne {Cition therokbecauſe neither was 


| qulteric were law full or no;& rhe Eaſterne byſhops maintey 


the place for the Popes pl-alure, who ſought his one adyanrage the- 
rein, not the Churches, and vndermincd 


thither a the Patriar-hes of (ouſt antmople, Alexandria, e Antioche, and 


tuo and twentith of November in theyeare of Chriſt a thouſond four 
hundred, thirty & nine. Now the Councel ended in Iuly the ſame year 


. 


| Uporuna lryſull Divorce, Tag. ay. 
allo wet hay cauſe as inſt but whordor: i the lat b omitting mention of 


whordom, in ipcũtying the cauſcs e which ij x woman depart fro ber huſ- k. in. r. Cot. y 


band ſuee muſt remaiię vm tied. Vier eto (it Zell. neede more light to | 
ce it by) we may adde a third place: in which i THeophylact ſaying that 10. Ce ek. 
Tube rcherſing Chrictes woras agæinſt meu putting away their wives & mar- 
ming other muſt be anderſtood with the exception out of Mathew, 3 Uuleſſut be 
for whor dom, doth ſhew Oo farre he differeth herein from Bell. who de- 
nyeth flatly that C Hiſtes wordes in Luke mult be ſupplyed with that ex- 


3 PareQtos Is 
gou porneiag 
delade, 
obſcured by 

| ; paige | | he Latin tr5- 
ception. The reſt of the Exſtzrne Fathers whole teſtimony is alleaged ſlarer omi. 


by Bell mim though their names not mentioned: are ſuch as were aſ- ting del. de. 


| ſembled in the Councell of Florence. For there came thither to conferre 
Vith the Pope and the weſterne bythops , albeit many of theſe houl- 


ding a generall Coun:ell at Baſil theſame time, refuſed to chaunge 


the actions ef the Coun cell 


of Bail n winch condemned h m of hereſie, aud depoſed him; but there came fil j 


ſelienſ(ſeſe 33. 
et 3+ Enias 

ferufalems, either themſclves in petſon, or by their deputies, with many 1 reno 

Metropolitanes and Buhops of Greece of Aſia, of 7berzs, and other n5ynodus Flo 
countrizs of the Eaſt. Whoſe creditt and conſent how vutruely Bellar. c:fubleripe in 
pretendeth, for the proo!e of his falſe aſſertion, it is plaine by that hee ilerlavuioniy 
ſaith th2 Count al ot᷑ Florens did d:cree the ſame in the inſtruction of 
the Armenians. A chapter which is fathered indeed upon the Coucelj 
by the ſchiſinatical pop2 Eugenius the fourth, the. deviſer of it: but fa 
thered uniuſtly nd calumniouſly as the time a greeth, wherin it wag 
begotten. For it is accorded in the ſame decree, tfiat it was made theo 


$Decimo ca- 
lendas Decem 
bris 


oSynod Fly 
rear. (eſ5.ult, 
Ounphr. in 
ontit.max et 
cardCene 
card. Chro- 
nogradh.libg 
q Decretum 
Eugeu'} paper 
naeri 


four monerhs before: As both o it ſelf witneſſ. th, & ꝑ Popiſh ſtories 


and chapter : noe more then aman can bee of that childe which 
is borne foutetẽ moneths after his death, And the pope whoſe baſtard 
in truth the brat is, by the acknowlegment and record of Papi#ts them 


ſelves in th: a Tomes of Concells , was ſo much the more to blame to 1 


father it vpon the Councel of Florence o the great & generall councell, arqae mag- 
ha et Vuivesſa 


lis Synodus 


it debated in theCouncel whether marriage after divorcement for a- 8. flotentizin 
ned it to Publica ſeffio 
ne Synodali 


be lawfull, whe the pope after the end of the councel did reprove the f. lennteteek 
fore irsncither is it likely the contrarie was decreed by al there preſent 2 — 1 
ef theweſt. Chiefly ſeing that more —_— of the were gone whe both curls, ali. 

| 34 partes 


CY 


* 


8 


. et. Of the lawfullnes.of « Ale 
ſta proamio 
t Seſt. ult. Br a G 
the leters of agreement : as appearcth by conf.rring their number 
2. Thereare uicht their names, &the note there of, Yea the Cotincell being en- 
55 ded the ſixtł of Iuly, had their ſupeſcriptious added unto it the one & 
- Tralic. Leand' twentith. Thenif of 9, core & perhaps upw ard, ſcarſe 3 ſcore were re 
Fun talie maining at Florence. 14 daies after the Coficel ended: What ma ywe 
I EncasSylvi- thinke there were above 4. moniths after ? But how many ſoever were 
— prove preſent of the Welt,as the Pope can quickely muſt. r up an 100, biſh- 
cillkb1.c& ops or more, if need be gut of Italie alone, to carry awy things in Co. 
I by mulritud of voyces, ſuch policie hath he uſed for that;but how ma 
ny ſoever Italiãs he bãded to coũtenance his decree, the biſhops of the 
Eaſt agreed not therto, neither was it: the councels act. Thus al the Fa- 
th-rs of the Eaſtern churches, hom Bell allcageth, & may urge with 


tum capt, 


vA iſt ecel ſib 
4 cap'17 

y Sy 854 ſexr. 
in Truli can.2 


oaiam him, but gainſay him. Wherin there have ſoe many others followede 


c : . . * . | 
dit o Syed. them from age to age till our tyme,that it is apparant they allow with 


1 Neo. greater conſent a mans marriage after divorcement tor adulrerit then 


a Epiſia 41ib Fathers of the Weſtern churches diſſalou it, For Eigebius treatinge of 


— Fuſtin- the Martyr ſetteth forth with the ſame praiſe that he had done 


a the ſtory of the ( hriſtiam mama u ho divorced her ſelf from her ad- 
b Rea ned ulterous hulband. And S. Baſult cannons approved by y gencral coũ- 
Conſlautmot cells; doe not onely authorieze the man to marrie another, whoſe wif 


Nomen far is àn adultereſie, but alſo check the cuſtom which yeclded not like fa- 


.chilan vour in like caſeto-the woman. And Epiphanius * ſaith ( his wordes are 


man read corruptly, but the ſencerh-reof is Plaine of our ſide, as. Cuaruvi 


| Come but _ as graũteth, Epiphaniuslaith therfore that Sepratis being made for whor 
| — 4% dun. a man. may takeaſecond wife, or a woman a ſet ond huſband and the 
2 wich ſame in effect auouchethx I heodorer affirming that ( brit hat ſet downe 


going — 1 ont cauſe : herby the band of Marriage ſhould be diſſolved, & onely rent aſun 


Fee & der, in- that he did except whorccbm-. And a generalleCoùcel u herin ther 
1 were above 220. biſhops of the Eaſt gathered together, doth implye 


hit vſe af 
the word 5y. 
nap weftas 
con 13 diſt3 

 EQuonam 


as much in ſaying that He, who his 2 wife having bl ept the lame of wedlecke 


rom Tong abyding unmarried to ſn h as thould not have departed, & in abridg- 
| ing ¶ urſſoſtoms words after his manner, whoſ: ſchollare Bell. therefore 
iitterel tis tearmeth him. So doth f Eutiymimiu Cho ſoſtoms ſchollar too, in char 
Je 3 ging the man with adulteric,who marrieth a woman divorced for any 

och pps Ccàuſe but whordom frõ her huſband. So doth Mice phoras, in copyinge 


 Eugenli papæ 5 l : a 
= & cõmeding that out of Exſebi us, which he had out of Juſtin, the Mar 


tyr. To be ſhort, the Grecians, 3 which name compriſeth many natiõs 


| 


- 


credit their doctrine towards marriage, doe not onrly not ſay wit 


& being faithful to him, yet forſuketh her ind marruth another is by ¶ hriſi. 
d(n;,p:iorad' ſentene ouilty of adultery.So dothq Oecumeniusin applying the precept of 


partes tlie. Eat & Weſt, ſubſ.ribed to the decrees of the Countell iu [ 


Upon, a taWfull Uruarce, Pag. 458. 


te Faſt all hom the u Florentine Councell calleth the EaſternChurch 


doe put the (ame doctrin; recey ved tom their aunſtours in practiſe EO 
even at this day, allowing married oll not oncly, to ſperute and di- (Avi fires, 


vorce themſelves in caſe Ot adult. xis but alſo to martie others, as Bel- lib. 18 Francis 
larmm conteſſeth. Wherefore his opinion hath not the conſent of the F pany 
Eaſtern biſhops: netther hath had it any age ſincec hriſt, Much leſſcan katexan du 
he ſheu e the conſent of the South i tfie Au hiopiaus, an Abdſi- dt sant. 
nes, Ot Ot thek ¶Maſcovites & Ruſſæin the North: both which as they rc- Fucvp A 
cey ved the it faith from the Eaſt, ſo vſe they like freedom & libertiæ tor ?, * 45 
this matter. No, not in the welt it ſelf, though he have many then © a- he cg, & 
grecing wich him, yet hath hee the generall conſent of allthe Fathers ut. 2 
crhaps not or halt, if an exact count might betaken of rhem,1 or be- u 200 , in 
ſides Tertullian, the Councell of Eliberis & to let paſſe Ambroſe on. By. Augutin de 
ſhop of Rome, or more alreadie ſhewed ro have thought that? un be aduliet c61ug, 
mg drvorced from his wift for her adulterie is free to marie agame:th re are ot 3 


S 2 ca. et li 
the ſame minde i Laclantius, m¶ hromatius, n Hilurie, o Pollctius, vthe auther cap *g wa 
of the Comentarig in e Ambroſe his name vpon S. Pauls epiſtles, athe firit PA 2 . ad 
Councell of Arles, the coũcel of Dames, they who either were at or a- qe. 10. 
greed to the '{ixth generall coiicell the ſecod time aſſẽbled: Pope Grego f S ntiuop 


rie the third u Pope ac harie, the councell of Mermes of f Tribur, of. La in Trallo esp. 
cam couucel alleaged by ¶ratian without name, and other leatned 217 12 — 
mẽ alleaged likewiſe * um ePope Alexander the third. Celeſt in the Fu.ificum 
3, Nacharie & f Paul byſhop, the one of ¶ Hrgſopolis, the other of Su gos <1 EE 


raſmus, h Cardinal ¶ j etan:, Archbiſhop Catharinutx Naclantus byſhop of = cop g. et 19 
Clugia, finalli the teachers of the rcformed churhes in! Eng. m — Burchard. de 


. ctetot Ic. 4 
o Fi aunce and other countris, tor why ſhould not I name theſe of our erl. Ic cap. iyt 


profeſſiõ & faith amog the Fathers as well as Bell. nameth the popiſh 5 ad 
counicell of Trent on the contraric ſide?Bur the Papiſts( will ſome mã dai. cam ne- 
peradventure ſay doe not graunt that all whom you have reh:arſed, Vaea Burcbar, 


5 8 2 5 . tih,17-c.7.ctis 
were of this opiniõ. But th2Papiſts:I auſwer)doe graunt that ſundrie e 


them were? & ſuch as they — not, the light of truth & reaſõ will 1 b. 7.c. 5. 
1 


either make them graunt, or ame them for denying it. As a Sixtus Se- am, VE 


nenſis, namely doth de ny that Hilaie and Chromantius allowe a man to _ - 8 
marrie another wife after divorcement: or teach that hee is looſed eu 4 


from the band of matrimonie,whi!e his former wife though an adul- 1 
teſſe liverh. Now wvigh their one wordes, & it wil appeare thatSixtus n 
dc Qa to. ex tta. de divortys e de concoid Euang cap too ſAddir 2. ad Lyran in mat. 19 fg Chriti maari- 
mon ĩnſtit et aunot. in icor.cap ? iTract de matii queit an ptoptet caim edult couj. l. b. a vinculo k Enat 
tatim epiſt ad R. Ir indal ou mat, 5 Bucer. de iegno Chiift iib. 2 ca 43 pmarry3in cot 8Beao neiꝭmlu 
the couteſſion ct their faith pief in Luther iuartat in mat 8. et. cor. con f Saxon in Harmon con. fect 18. 
art de coni conf ittẽ b ibid hiſt.magdeburch, cent 1112 Il. ca. Kẽnic.exa m, ccne.tident part -o calvin 
luſt r cariſtiau lib 3. 19. ult gal. in Haimon conf.Bejg in Harm. con muſcul in mat. 5. bul. decad. a. ſeim. 
10.8 zegep ih Iacotcom, de divert. tub. l. q Biblioth San ct H iniuieih 


.. 


t as pelagian 
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Ag. o. Of the lauyfullnes of Marriage | 


= wach ep iniurieth them therein. For C hromarius ſaith that they who having put 
4 A'ſq forni- away their wives for any cauſe fave for whoredom,preſume to ma r- 


atio ait cada rieothers, doe againſt the will of God, and are condemned, Wherein, 


with what ſence could hee except whoredom , vuleſſe hee thought 


them guiltleſſe, who having put away their wives for it doe marric o- 


fcan 4in ther? Andi ilane alfirming ¶ vriſt to have preſcribed no other caũſe: 


_— Ii of ceaſing from ma . that;ſheweth that the baud of matri 

conlugio. mony is looſed thereby in his iudgmẽt. Chiefly ſith he knew that 
they might ceaſe trom the vſe therof, for other cauſes: & the occaſiõ 
& tenour ofthe ſpeech doe argue that he meãt ſuch a ſeperatiõ as yecl 


deth liberty ot new marriag, In like ſorte, or rather more plainly & ex 


preſſely did Pollentius holde & maintaine the ſame: As Auſtm (who in 


EN on contra This point hee diſſented from) doch repote and teſtiſie. Vet Bellarmiu- 


ixtt! iti - 21h; : T . . . 
dum (a ſtrangeiching inacaſeſo cleare, but nothing ſtrange to Ieſuits)ſaith 


| eonſuluit. that Pollentins © did not gainſaie Auſtiu, but al ked his iudgment 


e ad le cõ. of the matter: and for proofe hereof referreth vs to the beginnings 
iug ad pollẽt. DO D 


lib i cap 1. Of both the bookes of 2 Luſtin,.Evenc to thoſe beginnings in which 
7 Tard um it is declared how e Luſt, having labourcd too prove that a woman 


conſulende 


f:rhAuftintn parted from her huſband for his fornication might not marry ano- 
ma lg ther, Pollentius wrot vnto him as it were by way ot aſking his iudgmẽt 
ſa h cõſu do and thewed hee thought the contrarie:yet ſhewed it in ſuch forte, that 
de 1 n. Auſtin ſetting done both their opinions, doth ſpecifie then as flatly 
#14 eoim ſen Croſiing one the other: Ton pre of this minde, f of thatuand faith of Pollen 
_ _ 62" tius againeand againe rhat 8 hee Was of this n ude, which Bellar min- de- 
mas &puras, nieth hee was of, wherein the Ieſuits dealing is more ſhamefull , for 


23 oy. that beſide the evidence of the thing it ſelf fo often repeated in the ve- 
exiſmas Tic ſame places that hee citeth u Saxeus Senſes a man as vnwilling as. 
Biplor n ſas Bellumia- to weaken anie of their Trent. points with graunting more 


1 beer 7 hog then hee mult needes confeſſeth that Poeleutius thought hereot as we 


Inns: doe. Belike becauſe Situs Sexenſis honoreth:him with the praiſe & tit- 
Pebziofiſh le of a omoſt godlie man, Bell. thought it better to lie,then to graunt 


CO that they have ſuch an adverſ:iric. Hee would fainc avoid too another 
— ay.” aguncient father bearing the name ef Ambroſe, & * Aimbroſe might his 
hee na name be, though he were not famous efmbroſe Byſhop of Milan. 
a . 


eur ef Au in But whether hcewere named ſo, or otherwiſe(which' perhaps is truer 


con dna ef vnto his teſtimonie pronouncing it lawfull by $,Pawes doctrine for a 
man 1uſtly divorced to marrie ( 2gaigethough not for a woman as 


ib 5 8 « l : d 
Y, 4 4 feb he: by miſſetaking S. Paul throngh errour » though Bellarmin replieth 


z hb . ſent. witha threefold anſu ere. Firit Grariaz((aith het aud Peeters Lombard 
dilt 35. doc affirmerharthoſe word .s were thruſt into this authors {ommen- 
tanie by ſome corrupters of urittigs. In deede the one of them 
8 atfir- 


KEE 


7 


. 
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Upon. a lawful Divorce. 1 
2 dicitut. 


affirmeth:2 it is ſaid ſo the other, it is thought ſo. But if it be ſufficient ; csdtuo. 
to affirme barely without anie ground of prooſe or probabilitie, that 
it is ſaid or thought ſo. what errour ſoc abſurd that may not be deien- 
| ded by perverſe wranglers? what cauſe ſoe oniuſt, that vnrighte ous 
iudges may not geve ſentẽce with?For wharſocver words be enforced 
againſt them out ofthe law of God or man, our of anie evidence or re 
cord of writers & witneſſes worthie credit: they may with Peter Lobard 
& ¶ratiam replie that the place alleag: d is ſaid or thought to have bene 
thruſt into thoſe monuments by ſome corrupters of writings. Aud in 
replying thus they ſhould ſpeake trueli, though ir were ſaid or thought 
by nome beſide themſclves : but how reaſonably they ſhould ſpeake 
therein, {er men of ſenſe & reaſon iudge. Surcliethough Peter Lobard 
relt vpõ that aunſwer, for wat of a better, yet Grat ian (whether ſcaring Ezifin «. lib 
the ſi. Klie ſtate thercof, doth leave it, end ſeeketh himſelf a now patron cf.. 0 * 
ſaying that Ambroſes. words are thus meant, that a man may lawtnl- 
lie marric another wiic after the death of the adultereſſe, but not whi 
| le ſheliveth, which aunſwer is mote abſurd the the former. In ſo much 
that Covarruvias ſpeaking of th. form ii onely as vncertaine, ſaid that 
this repugneth manilcſthe to Ai iuſc. A vcrie truererdict,as anic mi 
not blind may ſee by eAmbreſe wordes: And Bellarmin cout ſſ.th the 
ſame in effect, by patling it over in fil:n:ze as athamed of it, But others 
(ſayth hee ſecondlie)doe aunſwer that this author ſpeaketh ofth<Ci |, 3 
vil law, the law of Emperours: To weet, that by the Empeiours Lawes vanghb 3. 
it is lau full for men, but not ſor women, having put away rheir mate, f - 
to marrie another: and that Paui therefore leaſt he ſhould offend the vo ner . 
Emperour bu · ould not ſay expreſicly. If a man put away his Wiſe ler him. a )''5* iexe 3d 
bideſo or þereconciled to his Wife. Now Gratians ſecond anſwer was no le ſ- dur conten. 
ſe worthy to have bene mentioned, then this of © Milliam Lindin ,pat- 11 contian 
ched vp by Bell. For the $civill law prononceth the band of marriage dijs. ets 
to be looſed as wel by dlvorcement as death: and alloweth women to Ir. 11. 
take otfer huſhands, their former being put awaie, as it alloweth 
men to take others wives, So that is a fond and vnlearned conceit to 
imagin that Pan would not ſay of huſbands as hee did of wives, 
leaſt hee ſhould offend the Emperour by ſpeaking expredelie againſt 
that which his law allowed, For*hce did expreſſely controll the Em- 
perours law in ſaying of the wife. 7f ſhee dedart from her huſband, let her aer Gone 
remaine unmarried , or bee reconciled to her huſband. And the authours Le f;. 19 5 
wordes doe thewe that hee meant to ſpeake, not of humaine lawes, but plubliorh fan U 
of divine: of the ſacręd ſeripture where vpon he wrote, aud what was b Anf in * 
thereby lau full. Which ſeemed ſoe evident vnto, f Peter Soto, s & Sixtus ich t 
Seneſis, and h the Reman Cenſors, who overſaw Pope Gregorie the thir- . 
SST ; H 2 ; tenths = 


b leo. 
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Pag · 52. Of the la fullnes of Marriage. | 
tenths newedition of the Cannon law, that they confeſſe rhat Ambre- 
(meaning thisauthour) dotha prove plainly, certainly, vndoubtely, 
mens libertye of marrying againe after divorcement. Bellarmin- ther- 
fore comyng in wich his third aunſwer. Yet faith hee if theſe bee not ſo 


well liked, it may be aunſweredeaſilie : that the author of thoſe Com- 


Vague. mentaries is not «Ambroſe, nor any of the renowned Fathers , + as lear- 
rant, ned mem know, Thus at length this authour , it men will nor beleeve 
that his wordes are..orrupted, or that hee ſpake of the Civill law, hall 

bee graunted vs with Bellar mins good leave: But then wes ſhall bye 

told that hee is not «Ambroſe , nor anie of the renowned Fathers as 

learned men know. And why could not Bellumim- aunſwere this 

at firit? Why was hee foe loath to graunt that ſuch an authour , 

. baſe, obſcure of ſclend-r creditt, maketh with vs ? H rein th. re 
1 lich amyſterie. There isi in this authouts Commentaries a place, a 
5.cujas h. die peece of a ſenten e, hi h ſeemeth to ſpeake for he Popes Suprem icie: 
mas I hough perhaps never written by this authour, or not with that mea- 
ning, as I have fh. ed els ware. | Bellamy had ciccd that place tor 

1 To.2.e nt that in o S. Aoubroſc his na ne: and n manie make a ſeaſt thereof, as 
Secu am being ſure S. Aanbraſes. Nou if he thouid ſaie, that the author ofthoſe 
broſius where Com n entaries was neither Ambriſc nor Saint: hee ſhouid gainſsie 
by he menet® hiimſelf. And ſith hee was learned, when he did cite it ſoe, and there- 
b:-ſe.byſhop fore knee (by nis one words) that it was not Ambroſe nor anic of 
— = the renowned fathærs who ritt it men would ee thereby, that he had 
Towing ſh: - for the Pop-s ſake againſt his owne knowleds, fathered on S. Aubroſe 
EE hat that which is not his, No marveil then if Bell mis came to his aunſ- 
mes. Anno... wer. as a beare tothe ſtake. At the which though hee ſceme to caſt 
On tim 3.15 vs of, by ſaying that the authour was no renowed Father, and erred in 
miſtaking S. Paul, as having geven more libe rtie to men then women, 

whereof in due place after ird: yet in the meanc ſeaſon hee is forced 

to graunt that this aunciznt Father tooke it to bee lau full for men to 


martie againe after divorcement tor adalterie. The ſundrie cvaſions & 


> Beidin eon ſhifts whereby thebapiſts hiv. laboured ro wrett th: credit of this one 


flancins ume Fath :r out of our handzs, doe geve mee occaſion to ſuſpect that they 


N og will wrangle much mote to withdraw from vs the firſt Councell ot 


Abart caranza Arles being more auncient in time, in credit greater, and (as a one 


een of themſelves doth probably coniecture) confirmed by the Pope alſo. 
. Herevnte the Councele wiſhing of certaine perſons not to marrie in 
o can. o the caſe wee treat of might ſerve them for a colour inas much as o it 


ſaith concerning them whole wives are taken in adulterie, that if 


— —_ they bee yong men and orbiddento marrie, & adviſe thould bee given 
thee], a6 muchas-may bee not totaſte chen wires while ———_— — 


/ 
% 


- 


rie: meaning (as it teemeth }thooſe who being vnder the care of their 
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though adultereſſes. But this giving of adviſe is in truth an argument 
that the councell judged a man no adulteter, it hee tooke another 
wife. Els would they have given not adviſe and counſail, but charge 
and commandement to reftaine from it; and (as it is likely) reſtrained 
mens tranigreſſion therein with ſharpe diſcipline, ſpecialiy cõſidering 4 
p they punith leſſer faults with excommunication. Neither is it no- 3 3.7 
thing that they tem per alſo this counſail and adviſe to be geven ſuch, <1 quantum 
with 9 as mach a- m bee. And a farder circumſtance yet of more im. Ndolegenſos 
portance, they make not this reſtraint for all men, but for x =. ———_— 
yong men. nor iorallyong men, but ſuch as are forbidden to mar- 


parents were by them forbidden, and could not honeſtlie diſobey. 

For had not this reſpect or the like moved the Fathers of the Councel, 

why thould they have reſtrained ſuch yong men and nor otner? Nay, - 

why onelie yong inen, not rather men, not aged men, or thẽ allo ?Sirh 4 rg 
in ꝑ S. hripture elder women are choſen to be widowes , and yonger 

willed to marrie. Our adverſaries therefore muſt yeeld that the con 

cell of Arles is of our {ide for the point in queſtion, Whereto they 

ſhall have greater reaſon to induce thein, if they note with al that the 

xCouncell of Vaumes in the ſame contrie, athe age following made this 

canon. Mee appaint and ordleinc, that. they Who havms left their wives, cæcept "Goncil * 
for wh oredoni-¶ as it is ſcid in the Gospel or vpe proofe mad of adulterie mar ON = — 2 
rie others: ſfalhe excommunieated: Leaſt finn es being ſuffered by onr too much 2-Ab-ur the 
gent lenes doe provike other me u to looſenes of tranſpreſſing And this decree 1 — 2 
finde not ame of the Papiſts that goeth about to ſhiſt of: Neither ca] 3.peccata 

ſee how they may poſtiblie: Ihe Coũcell expoũding ſo playnly 1 

wordes of marriage forbidden after divorcement unleſſe it bee for a | 
whoredome,and a-compting marriage after ſuch divorcement not a 8 


leſſer ſinne, but no ſinne, at all, asthe reaſon added for ſtrength of their 


decree ſneweth, Now for the next the generall Councell aſſembled 
in the Emperours palace of Conſtantinople which. made the like de- 


cree and taught the ſame doctrine, as I have declared : Bellarmin- 


would perſuade vs (vpon other occafions touching Poperie nearer 
the quick, thẽ this doth) that the weſtern-Byſhops neither gave coun- 
renaunce thereto with their ee er approved the Canons there 101 cee el tt 
of with their conſent. To this end he denieth that the ſaid Councell v1 gs B. d 
was a generall Councell , & ſtriveth in hisf third controverſie to aun- conttirut prime 
fwyer ſome of our reaſons which confirme it. But he eaſeth vs of paines Ons 
ro fiſt his aunſweres by meanes that Himſelfin the fourth controver- 
fie, diſcourſing of generall councels purpoſelie, doth reckẽ it — 
the. For as in* mes law es whe they are repugnãt on vnto another, the 
i lacr 


; 
, 


—— — 4 
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'xmagioibad later derogateth from the former: ſo (I trow ) when Bellumin doth 
contradict himſelf, his laſt word mult hould. And the more reaſon 

22 | eg it ſhould ſo in this, becauſe both Pope Adria the firit of auncient 
tes ſynodi M2, did cal it the ſixth Councel, declaring therby he tooke it to bee 
—__ ofthe Generell Councels whereof he tearmed it the ſixth , and in the 
6. ſeaventh General Couucel ſundry Fathers alleadged it by the name of 
the ſixth Generall, and avouched it to be iuſtely called ſo. Which ſen- 

ng dence of theirs being uncontroled by any of that Coancelt, and the 
z.Nicen Couucell it ſelfe afterward approoving the dzcrczs and canons of the 


1 TORE" 


o 


"er ſixegenerall Councels ,it is verry probable that rhe Weltern churches 


© orientatis 
A Orienta is 
ecelſc,ulc. 


yealding their conſent to the ſeaventh councell, and taking it ior ſoũd 
accounted( as the Eaſtern have done & doe) that which they entiteled 
the ſixth to be generall,Specially ſeing that in the Weſt, men of great 
credit vo & Gratian, and Pope 4 the third and cheir diſ.iples 
the whol ſchole ofcãoniſts have on thoſe autorities of the ſeaveth con 
bdecreriepari cel made like reckouing of it. And although our yonger Papiſts for 


4.c 13.erfe- the moſt parte aud ſome ofthe elder, perceiving what advantage may 


qu n 


e.viftisc, be taken thence againſt many grounds of popcry, doe croſſe ther pre 


Hobes libtũ : deceſſors herein with (cel reaſons, ſuch as whereof the beſt would in- 


c A muſtis g A 
x ferre more forcibly that their councell of Trent was noe Gen:rall cõ 


cell: yet among thẽ alſo ther are who allow the auncient opinion as 

(aranza namely, and enebrard and Surrius, with whoſe preface tending 

do the proote thereot᷑ it is recõm ended & publiſhed by papiſts in the 

4 vn ed by two perfecteſt and laſt editions of the councels. Wherefore whether a- 
lib de Rom uy of the Welt were preſent in perſõ, orby deputys, & ſubfcribed to it 
pont cap. 27. Which Belſamom- and Nilus, learned Greeke Fathers avouch by oulde 
recordes; or whether it were celebrated by Eſtern biſhops onelye, as 

the ſecond Gencrall Councell alſo was in the ſame city of Conſtantiu- 


ople the conſent of the Weſt approving it for Geuerallaverrcth my ſai 


ings by a cloud of wittneſſes of the Weſtern Churches, pope Gregory 


Iiatũ, c htono 
num fialt ic, tO her huſdand, her hnſband might put her awaye and marry anoth- 
ſubtuſt niank e. More then by the doctrine of Chriſt he had learned to gr unt for 
aolects. 225 ſickeneſſe, but ſo much the likelyer that he thought it ſhould be grã- 
ted for whoredomexpreſſely mentioned by Chriſt. Whercupon 
t prefat ſyn yer a ſorboniſt ina woorke approvad by Sorboniſts, matcheth this 
1 Cannon with the like of Counceis, who gave the innocent party leave 
to marey againe after divorcement, while the other lived. Neither 
doth Bellumin deny the illation but the propoſition, which the poynt 
innferrede is grounded upon- For the Doctores ( ſayth hee 
ö 2 ED | meaning 
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the thirde followeth, He graunteth that if a woma by reaſon ot ſiic 
neſſe wherewith ſhe were taken could not performe the dutye of a wif 
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meaning the Canoniſts) expound the Canon. of ſuch ſickneſſe as maketh a 
woman vnfitt for Marriage: and for is an- impediment. diſolving matrymo- 
8. coutracted, by ſuewing it was no true matrimonye, But the Doctor of unbar. 
Doctors m Grattan himſelf vnderſtood it otherwiſe ; of ſickneſſe betal- else 
ling to her, who was an able wife. And thoſe his gloſſe writ ers vſe moſt ———— 
rkhat expoſition which Bellurmim would have vs reccive for authentick ti verbo 
as the fitteit ſalveʒ yer reſt a they not vpon it. And ee Antouius a great „ yin 
Canonitt: Archbyſhop of Florence correcting v Gratians flip of memo- tir. 4 — — 
rie for the perſons, con. ludeth with him for the matter. And the flow- 3 
er of Lovan 1 Tapper, the Chauncelour of their viniverſity, approveth e the "gt ny 
this of Antonius. Andr the l:arncd men who were over-ſcers of the in liedsfGer- 

=” | $7: 51 "7x4 pens : ma nes & Ge 
laſt edition ofthe Councels doe witneſſ: by controlling it as a thing geyethe 1 in 
wich now theChurch obſcrverh nor © that Gregory meant of fickenc ſ led oiCregs 
ſe happening vnto law full wives intheirjudgemer. And the Pope him- coke © 
elfe (as f Bellzrmmn noteth els where) declareth that hee tooke it to be : 
true matrymonie, by ſaying hat rhe mam ought not to bereave the firmer pExplicatarti 
wife of aye, that. is, oung ht to mayuteiue, & finde her as his wife ſtill, Wher- ; ul. loran. act, 
fore if no Catholiquꝭ by ſhop would imagin that a man may lawfully rC5ciliorTon 
þ pi away his fi.k wife, and nzrrie another, vnleſſe hee thought the 2 
fame much mot- to be laufull in an adultetous wife, as wee are to pre- — 
ſume: then muſt thevapiſts by conſequent ack: oiedg that the poynt grgye hogre 
in Queſtion is proved and allowed by Gregory the third. A playner ecclufix non 
aud directẽr allowance thercof, appeareth in a Canon of his ſucceſſor Fron Icont: 
© Zacharie , who when a certayne man had di fi ed hiniclfinceſtiouſly lib.4.cop 3 
with his wives ſiſter, grauiited that his wife ſhould bee divorced from ub, - 
him: and vnleſſe thee were privic to that wicked act by counſayling or 
proc uring it might marry in the Lord if thee could not conteine. This 7 About the 
ſo cleare a teſtimony of anꝰ auntient Pope authorizing the divorced e *<britt 
woman to marri2 , Ballarmin would elude, by ſaying that hee meant 
| ſhee might marrieanorher, after the former huſbands death. As who 

ſay, the Pope inioyning the *man and the whore fora puniſhment to 
ſtay and abyde without hope of marriage, werelikelye to meane by li- 1 
berry of marrying graunted the guyltleſſe for a benefite, that while the aus, Y 

guilty lived, who might overlive her, thee ſhould nor marrye no more 

then hee. Or as though there had bene n:ede for the Pope then to 

graunt it with ext eptiõ, o he will not conteine Let her marrie in the Lord. 7 * 

Whereby it ſeemeth that h-grather wiſhed her to refrayne from mar- 9 

riage, if ihze might be: induced thereto, which hee had no cauſe too 

with on this occaſion aſter the mans death, ſhe being then ſimply fre, u: cor. 39 

& willed to marrie x ſuch might her age be. But what doe I reaſon out *ιm 5. 4 
of the circumſtances in ↄ thing ſo certayne and clcare of it ſelf, hat al- 

ö FI H 4 though) 
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though the great maiſters whom Bell. alleaged before & ſolloed here, 


have aſſaied to darken the light thereof by this miſt: yet Sixtus Sencfis 
confeſſeth that Pope Zachary decreed that the woma if ſhe would not 
duld Gtacian. conteine, ſhould marrie another huſband while the formrr liv. d. It 


is true that Sixtus ſeketh to helpe the matter another waye ſomewhar, 
zBibli>ch ſi by yoking the Pope with provinciall Councels: who (faith he )alow- 


b.“. Anno 


_ ed and d-crecd it, not by a general & pereprual ordinance, but for a 


time and to certein nations, and that in ſuch heynous cryms as inceſt 
onely,. But wil the Papiſts ſtand to this doctrine, that the popes decres 


binde not al nations generally, nor are perpetual to laſt? Then muſte 
they acknowdg (which would touch papcie & popery verie nerely) 
thar the Popes ſupremacie is faulſly pretended, he hath his certaine li- 


mites as Metroplitanes have: and ſome wil reaſon alſo that the lawes 

of Popes were to laſt fora time untl Luther roſe, but for a time onely, 

there date is out now. As for the time of inceſt , whereupon the Pope 

, ther, that coufirmeth rather the point in queſtion the diſproveth it. 
For he had noe warrant to allow this by, but our Saviours doctrine 
forbidding ſuch divorcemẽt, except it were for whoreds : ſo that h 
h&x0d.20.14 might not have graũted for inceſt. unleſſe he had thuoght it lawefull 
Math. 5. 28 for adulterie, Neither did he conſider the crime but as copriſed under 
2 adultera, Adulrery too: Whereof (in a general ſenſe meant by the lawe)inceſt is 


7 —— 
_ 9.cap 4t, perſon. Thus it is apparant, that in this manner Pope Zachary was 


noe papiſt,No more was the Councell of\Vormes which ſhewed their 
no iudgment ro the ike effed to weet, that a man who could proove his 


nelius Tacitus Wife to have been of counſail with ſuch as ſought his death, might put 
Neres Aiden 

mres Sanders 
In ourEagl (ſh 
chtoniclaes 
d. math. 19.9 
e Epit in 4. 
lib.deerctal, 
oy 4 cap. 6 
3 Eilbettnu- 


might iuſtly, as exãples teach us. that ſhe was uought of her body with 


eth up this Councell among them who held that a man having lawful 
ly put away his wife for her who:cdo:m might take another while ſhee 
omhcecal- 211 5 S 
ie hi trough lived. Vet a certain ſpaniſh Frier named Raymund, one of Pope Gregory 
$a exconcor c the ninths ſpeciall State- men, the compiler of his Decrerals would a- 
onie dit roof - 8 | : . 
Cratin, voyde it alſo after Gratianus manner, by fAlſeexpolitionas if the coun 
cel had meaiit, a man might take another wife afte the death of the 
— former. To the more effecttu Il devſwad. ng whereof, that queſti 
dedivurrijs, onleſſe they meant ſoe + Hee uſeth a ſpeciall trick of Popiſh cun- 


ning. 


allowed the innocent party to put away her huſband & to marry ano | 


a kinde. And therefore in ſpeaking of her with whom the deteſtable 
ate was comitted, he tearmed her the Adultereſſe nor the inceſtious 


her away & marry another if he would. Preſuing that belike,whichtl.ey 


ſome of the conſpiracie. Forels had the Councell expeſſ. ly authorized 
the ſam? which Chriſt cõdemneth, if for any other cauſe thẽ for adulte 
ry they had allowed the man to marric, Therefore (ovaurvias reckon. 
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ning. oy pens ſhewe of regiſtering the Councells owne de- 
cree , in ſteed of thoſe wordes 4 ee may put away his wiſt end marry a- 


' nother F he wi, the Frier ſetteth dow ne theles He may after his weves death IST. > 
' maniteannother if hee will. And where as the Coũcel had ſaycd, a. we thin 
Le urhich wordes had beue abſurdely pnt in, if they hadd meant after ref ipſe 


his wives death hee might marrie another, a thing agreed on and ore i | 1 4 
vndoubted. The Frier (as theeves are wont to deface and ſuppreſſe the — 


markes of things which they have ſtolen, leaſt they betakei thereby) 


jeaveth that cleare out. But by the mouth of two witneſſes 8Burchardus 
Byſhop of — — or Palea, both elder thẽ the Frier, and? N 55 
from whom of likelyhoode hee receaved this Canon of the Councell h li qua muli- 
of Whormes his falſe and irreligious dealing is bewrayed. Where- of tsdy land 
to may the confeſſion of the third bee added though in years yonget 055 th-rit was 
yet greater in credit for things agaynſt Papiſts. himſelfe a popith Doc- ? 
ror and burning light of Paris, poverius I meane: who fayth of that 


Councell, that it allowed the innocent partye to marrie agayn aſter di 


? 


[ 


vorcemẽt, the other being yet alive. And theCouncel it ſelf maketh far 

der prooſe that they are not on iuſtely charged by /overins and Covarin 

vias with this iudgement. | 
For if any man had committed wickedneſſe with his danghter in 

lawe, the daughter of his wife by her former huſbãd, they agreed that 

hee ſhould keepe neither of them : but his wife might marrie another m.Hora: de 

if hee would, it ſhze coulde not conteyne and it ſhe had not carnall co . Feet, 
any with him, after that ſhe knew of his adulterie with her daughter. 

The laſt clauſe w herof ſheweth that they mer of liberty graũted her to 


take another huſbid while the foruer lived: ſith it canor bee thought 


with reaſon, but they iudge d ſhee might take another the former be- 
ing dead: though ſhee had continued with him as his wife, after ſhee 
knew of his adulterie. The !Conficell of Tribur did maynteyne the ſa- 
me: ordeyning that if any committed vilany with his mother in faw, 
her huſband may take another wife if hee will, if her cannot conteine 
and the like order is to bee obſcrved;if with his daughter in law or his potett 
v ives ſiſter Bellarmin like the a paynter , who being good at purtra- ing 
of a Cypreſſetree,when one gave him money ro draw and repreſent a perveair® 
ſhipwrack in a table aſked if he would have a Cypreſſe in,diſpairing to 
doe ought worth perhaps, vnleſſe that helped: ſaith t hat all ſuch Ca- 
nons all not onely this of the Triburian Councell) are vnderſtood of 
marriage graunted to the innocent party after the death of che for- 
mer wife or hufband. An airſwer no fitter for this and all ſuch Canõs 
then a Cypreſſe tree is tor aſhipwrackin thoſe of Pope Zatharie and 
the Councell of wormes the former whereof he garuiſheth alſo with 
. I | this 
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this Cypreſſe tree doe argue. For the ſame reaſons which prooved . 
chries cannon to be meant of the womans marriage while the man U. 
ued, proue the Councel of Tribur to belikewiſe meant of the mans in 
the womans life time. The puniſhment inflicted therin on the offend 
ers doe cquallye nlarge the beneſit to the innocent. The exception ad 
ded to the enlargemẽt, is ſtronger * ying they would have him ſtay 


unmarried rather, if he can conteine, The teitemony of Sixtus is all one 
for both: neither doth the quallity of che cryme of inceſt more infer- 
ring the argument here then it did chere. And this extenuation that 
the Councel being a provinciall Councel ordainede it for men oi their 


o* their owne provin de, and for that time onely,encr-aſeth the auto- : 


thorety therof, if the precious be ſevered from the vile, the truth fr 

the fal hood. For why affirmeth hee that thy did ordein it for — 
kime o-ly ? The forme of their decree tou hing al generaly that ſhould 
offend ſo, not ſome particular perſon, who preletly had; they ſpeaking 
of the thing as lau ful in it ſelfe, & to be obſervedalike in all caſes, thir 
making of other connons to that effect: yea another Councell alſõ 


perad venture, and no limitation of time in any of them; doe peſuade 
the contrary, Now whereas they ordained it for men of their o.] ne 


province, their modeſty was the greater: who did not take uppon the 
as Popes to mak-lawrs for men ot al nations, but looked as biſhops 
to thir owne Diocæs. And the greater modeſty the liker to Chriſt 

and the batter to be Ifked of Chriſtiãs, the more reverence to de haerd 
with, and their judgment to be had in greater eſtimatiõ. Beſide that 
this ſelf-· ſame decrce of theirs as eſtabliſhede alſo by the Councell of 
8 : | ED | | 

And at that time Pipinus King of (Fraũce, & of a great parte of Ger 

mamy)was preſẽt. Who as he did Ge ageneral allebl y kechis RE 
there: ſo by allikelyhood caled Biſhops thether out of his whol realm 


mein Je ifi to make decrees for the whol. A province ot ſuch largnes, that coũcels 
8. 4 conſiſtiug of piſhopsaſſẽbled, out of no greater, have been tearmed ge 


neral-& worthely as (Bell. cõfeſſeth) in copatiſo of provincial coũcels 
cõmonly ſo caled,wherin there were not biſhops ot a whole natiõ, or 
Realme, Thus Sirus by ſtriving to leſſẽ & diminiſh the credit of che cã 
non of the, coũcel 0; Iribur, hath give us occaſiõ to make the more of 
it õſidering on the on fide the modeſty of the Bs. ho were aſſẽbled 
there, & made decres for their provin e; on the other the province for 


which that decree was made for, ſo large that al the e anger 
matchiit, though they were linked in Tow. Prov. ot Italy caot . 


SznAon oele. Had it not ben beter for him, without this rerorique to ſay dere&ly 


li, a. 


& flatly as over. dot that theCo.ofTrib.made the like decre to the C. 
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"whereof a great meany are not to befound: as they who by occaſiõ of 
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cell of wormes, which now the Church(he meaneth the Popiſn church 

receyveth not: werher any papiſt wil take exceptiõ agaynſt the Coun- 

cel of Maſ on, hich allowed hikewiſea certain man , whoſe wife had . Hb... 
bene de floured by his brother bcefore hee wedded her to put her . 
way and marry another it may bee wee ſhall know here after. But vn 

to a Councell that made another ſuch decree, as 6Gratian (hewerh alle bQucdam, 
aging it without name, Bellarmin. taketh two exceptions: one, that it 

is loſt: the other of the Cypreſſtrce, + Touchching the former, not as 

much as the namethereot{ſayth he)is extant: theretor it might be ca- 

ſily contemned & ſett at nought. Why?Is it therfor worſe then al that 

have names, becauſe it is nameleſſe? Ihen have © many Cardinals with 
other learned reverent men bene much to blame, for writing ſo ofRo f.Sdetereon 
me as it it had a nnmber of wicked lewd propane inhabitants. For by aren er conl? 
there report the Romans having everye one a name ortwo , ſhould ele cad. 
bee worſe for the moſt parte, then were the Atlantes, a people of Af- 


ric ke, whom Diodorus Seculus commendeth very heighly for G odly- 
nes and Humauity, yet non of them had any name, Horodotus ſaith, 


Or if this bee a fable as f linie ſemeth rather to thinke, & wel it may 

bezyet is it moſt certayne that F lutareh recordeth as grave & wiſc ſay 

ings of Lacedemonians without names, as of any whoſes names 

are known. And Bellarmin (1 truſt) will graunt that in the ſcriptu- 

res there is no leſſe account to bee made ot the booke of Jeſhua, the of 
Nebemias, of fob, then of the Proverbs:though their name who wrote 

the one be not ſett downc, as thcirs who wrote rhe other. But hee wil 

ſay perhaps that of this councell not oncly the name is vnknowe ,but dom inieus 
alſo: the workc it ſelfe loſt; And what if it beeꝰ were not h thoſe of Ice 
Varroes workes, whi h wee have not as learned as the worke * of Floc vnder the na 
cus which wee have? Of Tullie, of Polibius: of Livie, Deo, Tacitus. O infi- vf.% Feetci'a, 
nite writers more, are the re not as good bookes loſt, as ther are extrãt of the Nor -$ 
The fame hath fallen our in Ecleſiaſtical authors ſpecially in countels ee 
Canons cited thence inthe Decrees and Decretals , have dillig-ntly 

ſearched through the chiefeſt liberaries of Europe, doe note. And 

a certayne famous and auncient Councel of Ments beeing « ommeded 


& praiſed above the other, by Tretenius &Surins,who wiſheth he might 


have gotten it ro be publyſhed: ſheweth that ſoome extant, are not too 

bee compared with ſome that are lolt , wh-refore Bellarmims for- 

mer exception to the Councell that ir1s not exrant,no nor the name 

of it,was not worth the nameing. The latter that the Councells 

Canons meant of Marriage after the former wives death: js Iyke too | 

prove as falſe as the profe thereof is OE and fond. For mtheſe mqueda m. 32 
. f 2 a: arc 
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P. g. 60. Of the lam fullnes of e Marriage. 
cm Gio Fre the wotds of the Canon: A certaiue Woman leye with her huſbands 
other-1t is Aecreed the adulterers ſhall never bee Married: but lamfull Max. 
Win graunted unto him, Whoſe —_— vilenie was Wrought with, 
ai 


* 


ch words are well expounded (faith Bella min-) by the Doctors, 


oquodpropo and their meaning gathered a out of the like Canon following alitle 
buiti,cap.T after: wherein it is ordeined, that When. the adulterous wit is deceaſſed, 


ber man may marrie whom hee ul; but her ſelfs the aldultereſſe may not marrie 


at all, no not her huſband bemg dead. Gratiar, in deed, and the Gloſſe-wri- 
ters on him (the Doctores meant by Bellamin-) doth them wrong in 
ſaying they expound it rightly. For this Canon following, out of 


zee which they gather t hat to be the meaning, being a Canon of I know 


ib. aungt dt not what Gregory, atleaſt Fathered on him, doth no more prove it the 


ke 40 | 
el rum o the above alleaged Canon of Gregory the third 3 marriage 
| inferre the cõtrarie. 


to the innocent partye while the other lived, dot 
And theCouncells words mentioning expreſſeiy the Innocent parties 
Ixxtarte ex · freedom & liberty to marry, which had bene ſuperfluous if they meãt 
ra de ſpõſ ei of marriage aftet᷑ the others death: make it moſt probable « a the 
mans  Councellvetered them with the ſame meaning, wherewith others vt- 


tered the like, as hath bene ſhewed, Herevnto the iudgement ofp Six- 


veniew 1% Senenſu doth add no {mall weight, ſich he albeit ſtriving to weaken 
1%coqui the ſtrength & cutt the ſinewes ofir, acknowledgeth not withſtãdin 

that it was of one minde with the councell of Tribur. So was Pope Z 

lexander the third too ſome tyme, though Bell. alleage r him as ot ano- 

ther mynde. But let Bellarmir ſay whether hee had two myndes & er- 


red in on of them: ſeingit is certaine hee 9 was of this minde once, 


vnleſſe hee wrote agai nſt his minde. For whereas a man that had wed 
ded a wife, did, before hee entred the marriagebed with her, enter her 
mothers bed: Pope Alexander ſayde, that hee doing ſome pennance 
might bee diſpenſed with to marrie another wife. Here the Popes fa- 
Frane.YIc your towards the offender;doth ſavour of that which * hath bene miſ- 
erl. l ct. 2 fliked in papall diſpenſations. But hee that graunted thus much to the 
inceſtuous huſband; would (I truſt) have graunted it to the guiltleſſe 
wife: as t hee did alſoto her that had this iniurie. The onely evaſion 
whereto a Bellzymimar, might by his Maiſters example have recourſe, 
is that the Canoniſts expound the Popes words not of a wife but of a 


}, Eri alex ſpouſe, and her eſpouſed allo by wordes of the tyme to come, not of 


a ud orc ad 
Ji d. eifc ag the tyme pteſent. | _ | 
— Which expoſition may ſeeme the more probable , becauſe the Po- 


without ſinificationthat the mi hadwedded her. But. horeof Frier Ray 


28 


s wordes ſett downe in the Decretalls geve her the name of ſpouſe 


mund who compiled & clipped he Decre tall muſt Leaze the blame, 
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| pom a laWfull Divorce. Pag. 41. 
as” e-Lmonins ¶ ontius a learned awier of their owne hath well obſer- J 54 4 81 


ved. For the Popes Epiſtle which is extant whole in the Tomes. of cretal erin 
Councels, declareth that the woman was the mans wedded wiſe', fuse 
though he did forbeare her companie a while. No remedie there-fore =. appe4 cd 
but it mult be graunted, chat in this matter pope Alexander the third 
ſubicnibed to the former Councels. Now by all the reſt whom I alea- 
ged there is none excepted againſt by a nnye Pa piſt, tor ought that 1 
know, or as I thin ke will bee, For y Lactantius firſt avoucheth, foe the 
lawtulnes of putting way a mans wife for adulterie even with intent 
to marry another that both (ovaruuis & Dominicus Soto graũt him 
to be cleare from it. Next o royching the authours mentioned by, Diems 
ratiaꝝ as holding the ſame for one kinde of adulterie: who doubted — 
but there were ccertuine fo porſuaded, when ſuch an adverſatie conteſ- en In 
ſeth it, Thon loc Pope (elaſtim the thirde, ſith e aPope ſaith he thought 4 Dectera), 
thar a man or wife mighr lau fully forſake their parteneis in wedlocke Fy't *09P-7 
for hæriſie. and marry others: I fee not how the Papiſts may denyc hue a 10 4 feng. 
rhougnt it law ful jor adulteric, more then I thewed they might of Gre beelQ uae 2 
ęgorie the third. And albeit a Jacharie By ihop of Chry ſopolis, may ſeeme ſenredtiam 
to th-w rather what other mens opinion was then what his owne;yet % 55004 


it is apparant by this manner of handeling that hæe io ned with em 


broſe therein, whoſ. words hee citeth, and fenſeth them againſt autori 
ties, that might bee oppoſed, As for the Byſhop of Burgos, Paul cõ- 1 tunccent7 


mended heighly byflearned me for learning, she faith that it is many ee. 


feſt by Chriſts doctrine, that whoeſoever putteth away his wife for who eiu cpu, ad 


| 3 a tot tap. v. 
redom, commiteth not adulterye though he marry another. Nac fang g. 5 


lantus ho was preſent at the councell of Trent, a Byſho pof princi- tece ga ver 
all name and price a mong them, affirmeth as directly that a wife 3 


Ling looked from her huſband by death or by divorcement' , is f. 


not an adulte reſſe if ſhee marric another. Tooconclude Pellarmin — — 


conſeſſeti that Eraſmus, (uictam-, Catharinus, Lnther. Nl elanc- h En atat in 

ten Bucer ¶ Alvin, Breutius, Kemniti ut; Peeter Marr, and in a worde , abgom 
all Lutherans & (alv.mits(as it pleaſeth this Roman I ertullus to name 
vs poore : Nazurens) agree that our Saviour dothallow marriage aſter 
divorcement for adulterie. How beit fearing much what a deadly 
wounnde hee — ge ve his cauſe by graunting that Eraſaus, Cui tan, d 24.5 | 
Carbævinus three {oc learned man, aud two ot them ſuch pillars ofthe Saen ae 
Romiſh Church a Carpinall and an Arch byihop agree in this poynt v3 Proteils 
with Lurberens & ¶ aluinic bh he addeth that thoſe three differ much ſrõ x renqus 
theſe hertiques(meaing By hertiques theN(aZaren1ſpeake of, 7. hoſe thowis The 
ring · leader was Prul) in as much as they ſubmur thẽſelves expreſſeſy nge ag 
to the churches iudgement. And becauſe t 3 church ( ſaith hee) hath ard eiſe vola 

; * now 


— — 7 2" — * 
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Tag. 62. Uf the Iavefullnes F Marriage 

now opened her minde moſt evidently,as appeareth by the Councel 
of Trent the 24 ſeſſion the 7 Canon, where all who thinkethe band of 
marriage maye be looſed for any cauſe are acurſ. d: therfor it ſeenieth 
that thoſe thre alſo, & chiefly the two later, muſt be thought no other 
wiſe minded in this matter, thẽ ð all the reſt of the Catho. Divines are 
& have bene with great agreemet & cõſent, which diſpute of Bell. if it 
have ſufficiẽ groũd & ſtrength of reaſõ Eraſ. muſt be counted a catho 
lique in al things For , in aFhis writting he ſubmitteth himſelf to the 
churches iudgemer. The why doth £ Bell. cal him a t demie Chriſti, & 
enrol his nãe amõg ſectaries & hertiques? hat are the Fathers of the 


| $i4en in · r. Coũcel of Trẽt Demie- chriſtiãs, ſ ctaries, mares, Phone” are{by Bell. 


8 logique) of one minde with Eraſmus. Moreover S. Huſlin the ciefeſt 


em per inqat Ma of Bell. ſide in this queſtiõ muſt be counted ours by the ſame logi- 


= —_ que. For m he taught expreſſcly that himſelt; yea any byſhop exẽ S. Ci- 


uiditio. Pria, yea provincial Coũc. to, ſnhould yceld to the authority of a general 


Coun. & the 6 general Coũ. graũt ed liberty of maria ge aſter divorce- 


mẽt, as hath ben declared: wherfor if Caieta mult be thoughr no other 
wiſe mynded thePapiſts are, becauſe that church who iudgmẽt hedid 
ſubmitt himſelfro,defir ed ſo at Trẽt a good while atter his death: S. 
Aſtm mult be thought no otherwiſe minded the we are, becauſe our af 
ſertiõ was cofirmed likewiſe by a General Counc. whereto hee would 
haye yeelded.Chiefly ſith of liklyhood he would have more eaſily ye l 


ded therunto, thẽ Caietan to his churches becauſeu Carera ſnewetch hee 


was ſtiffe in holding faſt his ou ne opiniõ, whe for feare of charchme 
he durſt not ſay all that he chought;& in this very point, though, ſub 
mitting himſelf to the Sze of Roeas wel as to the church, e he cludeth 
decrees of 4 popes that make againſt him, ſo reſolut he was in it, S. Au 
ſtin cõtrariwiſe vſed very modeſtly & willingly to retract things that. he 
had urittẽ, evẽ whe he lighted on ought in an heretike that ſeemed bet 
ter & truer, & this point he thought ſo darłe in the Scripturs, & hard 


uCouncil mi- to bediſt erned, that his opinion was not hard to be removed;if he had 


Jevit cum . 
caſthag.{cnt. 


ſeẽ ſtrõger reaſon broght againſt it, or greater authority. Now if S Au 
Prefat. 7. 


ſtin come over to our ſide by that quirck of Bell. a band of Bellar. witt- 
neſſes is like to come with "Hom namly the councel of M:levis & Affri- 
que,” which he was preſ.nt at, & ſwaied much with: perhaps Primaſius 
alſo( were he Auflius f hõlar & Bede with a nũber of Canoniſts, & ſ. hool 
men, who folowed moſt S. Auſtin. But Bella. will never reſigne all theſe 


zAnnetin eo - vnto vs, to gaine the other three from vs. For (as our Bee-hive ſaith) 


N eſs caſetan. Men live not by loſſes. He mult ſuffer thereſore Eraſmus, & C aietan, & (a- 


Js 


tharinus ſpecially, who (beſide the: place that Beltzrmin hath quoted) 
doth avouch the matter in a treatiſe written parpoſcly there of, more 
1 Ts | | through 
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vorcmeut tor aduiterie, their doctrine is the ſame wich thoſe aun ent 
Fathers nom var yonger ccachers of the reformed churches follow. er Adman. 


Upon. alavfull Divorce, Pag. 6g. 7 


throughly & exactly then Eraſmus or Caietan.; Bellarmin I ſay muſt ſuf- 
fer tem to be counted of that minde which they were ot, While them- 
ſelves lived; not. cavil as it they were of that which peradventure they 
would have bene + had they not died before the Councell of Trent 
raugar ſo, Vuleſſe herhinke (which hee may by as good reaſon that 


v nteas they were deceaſed above x. yeares yer the Cou. of Trent made 


that new cauon, wee ought to count them Alive all that white, becauſe 
they did ſubmitt thc{cives to Phylirians & would have lie ved perhaps 
till cacn, had arte bene able to cure diſſeaſes. How much more agrea- 
blye to 11-gelnes & truth doe Sts, Couarruvias, & Vomeniſus Soto ac- 
kno edge the two tormer touching (atharinus the laſt for Eraſmus all 
con erning (444 )that in this queſtion of marriag- agayne after di- 


Eitaph Fabi. 


And thus iI hould anter into the compariſon of Divincs on both ſi- 
des:tirſt. or the number it is more the likely, that wee prevayie much, 
For all wiiom Sellarmin and the bamphletter after him doe muſter 
our of the weit, 11211: whom they clatm- iuſtly,not who cither ſay 
againit tnan as 1 erciilezn , or not with rh-m as Scotus, all thereſore 
waom hy :natter foout of the Wiſt, ate feroms the Conncels of Mel 
vis and Afrique auocentius the firite eAuſtin,, Pamaſius , fſiodore, 
Bede, the Couucell of Friouli and Nantes, Auſelmus, Pope eAlex- 
ander & Funocentius the third, Ihomas Bonaventure, Durand; and other 
S.holemen, Pope Eagemus with lis florentines & the Councel of Trnt 
Which though G ααππe, Lombard and whomſoever hee might 
byll, were added to them yer ours out of the Weſt alone perhaps 
would match them? Wharit the North, the South, whence Bellar. 
hach nong? what if the Eaſt, when e he hath two or three at the moſte 
tor hundreds of ours be ioyned thereto? Then for Quallity came n de det. 
the worde of God out f you ? ſaith Paule to Corinthians, or Came tijs, 
to jon onely? Meaning that they ought to reverence the iudgment of o- 
ther chriitian Churches being more the they were: but of thole cheeflly 
& firſt (as he placeth them) from whom the Goſpel came firſte. Now 
the Go pel came firſt out of the Eaſt: whoſe conſent w have in a man 
ner generally, and as we have the fitſt in Contrey / ſo in time the aun- | 
cienteſt and eldeſt: our two firſte Councels in Spaine,and in France — 
elder an hundr.d years then their two in Afrique, our next farre eld- 
er yet then their next; and ſo unto the laſte yer, for ſeveral Fathers, 


auncient on both ſides, there are more with us inthe four or five or 


ſixe formoſte ages then th.re are with them. : 58 
Of ſoũdnes in Doctrine, of learning, of vertue, of cõſtãcie, of cõſeut, it 
a 14 75 
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Of the lawfullnes of e Nl arriage 


i. 
\P4g.64 | 
Tia a1 hard to fpeake by way of com pariſon whether excellerh other. who 
| Saving that for gentlenes and meekenes, a ſpecial ornament of bi. Wa! 
| 6gart cue hops, weigh both parties to gether, and ours ſurpaſle our adverſarics. verla 
1 — in Amon gſt whom the Councel of Trent accurſeth all ſuch as ſaye that wrel 
| they doe erre in this poynt, into which outrage nõ of ours hath broke whe! 
againſt the cotrary minded. As for other graces of the holye Ghoſt, _— 
1 though Bell min- have noted ſundrie ſpotts and blemiſhes whereby Then 
Sar ia. ſome of ours are touched in credit, and their authoritye is impeached ung 
elkid.ca7+ let him caſt his eyes uppon his ownewirneſſcs without pertirlity, and | fit 
he ſhal find that we have a Rowland for his Oliver. For where he tell- Who/ 
eth us that eAmbroſe did erte in paring greater freedom to men the wer 
8 to women; Luther& Bucer in graunting ſecond marriage afer divorce. firm 
gute. C. ment for moe cauſes then whord6,pope Gregory the ſame for ſicknes: merh 
L pid coret ( Teſtine the ſame for hærſie: wee tel him 2gaine that Clemens Alexand am 
| Linus Athenagoras, Origem (if he be out of theirs) erom- and Bede did n 
| errelikwiſe in ſpeaking againſt al ſecõd marriages,& Clemens with Or- ny 
egen in ſundrie wighty poynts of faith. Where he telleth us that Lact- ſelt. 
antix; te] into a number of errours, as being more ikilſul in Tully then me 
in the ſcriptures, we tell him againe that {ome ofthe ſcholemen were, fieh 
though not moreſkilfull in Tal,the in the ſcriptures yet as vnfkilfull 'þ fer 
in the ſcriptures,as in Twly; & their graund-Maiſter the Maiſter of the thet 
ſentences1s charged by themſelves with above a ſcore oferrours. wan 
Where he telleth us that Luther varieth from him ſelfe « Melancton- the 
D My 6. An. agreeth not with him,norXKcmmnrgus with either of them, becauſe Lu- pre! 
not. 19. x i allawed divorement for moe cauſes afterward then at the firſte, & alſo 
gut feet Melaucton- thinketh that both the divorced parties are free to mary the 
— Kemnitius that the innocet onely, we tell him againe that niether dorh bac 
Pope 5nnocentius the thirde agree with Pope Alexauder, nor Alexander can 
kTomIcontr with him ſelfe nor neither of them with Athenaporas,ſ-cinge e Athen- but 
= Aniculs 49974 condemneth ſecond marriage which the Popes allowe, though ſhal 
 inquibus = Alexander puniſhedone that bleſſed it; ynnocentius checketh a decree of ſes, 
dei Alex. that deprived the Innocent party of his right becauſe the offen- whi 
emcazcliz. dour had ſinned thus, or thus: Alex. whether in this dereel know nor ſure 
av extea de (for it is razed out of the Decretals)butin other extãt overthwarteth mY 
— himſelf ,ashis wordes alleaged on both parties, for Bellumin & for us | fat 
cloſſ in d'c 1, teſteſie. So Bellarmins obied ions of humaine infirmetyes and | ." 
rental che Wantes not withſtanding , they which are of our fide excell in eſte- the 
—.— — mation thoſe which are of his, for diverſe circumſtaunces & reſpectes. rhe 
lem cone ven And (the moſte important reſpecte of all ochers) the grounde . 
Ou whereuppon ours doe buyld- theyr Doctrine, is the plaine evi- TA 
mae h. 10. dence aud expreſſe teſtemonye af our Savioure Chriſte, excepting | 
b | MT | — 5 
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Upon a laWfull Divorte, Pag. S. 
whord6 namely out of the cruſes for which he denieth a man may put 
away his wite & marrie another. Cõtrarie wiſe the ground that our ad 
verſaries buyld on is their ow ne cõceit, not able to ſtãd without violẽt 
wreſting, ſuppreſſing, or corrupting of Chriſts exception the proofe 
where of is ſcene in three the moſt peremtorie mẽ for his matter, & beſt 
accounted of among the, Innocentius the firſt. the 3. & I hom. of Aquin. 
Thom. in that he anſwereth that Chriſts exceptſõ pertaineth to the put 
ting away of the wife, & not to the marring of another, alſo Inuoc. the 
firſt, in that he omitteth the exceptiõ quite, & citeth ( hriſts words thus 
wee puttetn away his wife for whordom, &. marrieth another doth commit ad- 
ulterie fnnoc. the third, in that he depraveth & altereth the exceptiõ, af- -Qucique d 
firming that C. r:/t ſaythwhoſe. ver putteth away his wife for whordbm, & mar fun bleu 
rieth another doth commit adult crie:Wheoſocuer putteth aWay his Wife for Whor cationem. 
dom. A notable corruption by ſcraping out of the ſentence 8 the excep- _ | 
tive particle having he force af a negative, to chãge for this point into _ _ 
an altirmative: & ſo eafily to be corrupted by the text of theScriptur it | 
{clf,thatI doubred whether it were not the Priuters or bookewriters et 
rour, vntyll I perceived that al the printed copies, which I could get the 
fight of, did agree there inzeven the newe one to Gre. the thirtenth con- 


— 
— 0g 
/ 


_*Þ ferred with all the written copies in thePopes liberarie, beſide many o- 


ther, & corected by thẽ. But of ſuch buyldings ſuch mult be the groũd 
wrokes ; or cquall vnto ſuch in force; An vntruth will never cleav vnto 
the truth by other kinde of morter. in probabillity therefore it is to be 
preſumed that not only the greater parte of the fathers but the better 
alſo, & they whoſe groundes are ſurer doe maintayne our doctrine. So 
the weapõ whic h Fell. drau eth out ef their ſheath againſt vs, doth bed 
backe & turne the poynt againſt himſelf and the wound it may geve, it 
can not pearce ſo deepe as that Which is ſharper then am two edged ſwerae, 
but the wound ĩt may geve, it geveth to his one cauſe. Howbeit if =y 
ſhall concive otherwiſe hereof for the number & _ of the witneſ⸗ 
ſes, as ſome peradventure will & may by reaſon of broken coniectures, 
which the variety of circumſtances yeeldeth, yet no man will (I truſt) 
ſiure no man of modeſtye & ſence can denie, but the — & principal 
| poyntT hadd to ſhewe, namly that the Fathers coſet not all in one for the Pa- 
pifts dottrine,is ſhewed to their ſnãe, whoſe face & conſciẽce ſeryed them 
to avouch the contrary. Wherfore ſith our adverſaries doe graũt that 
the Fathers have not ſtrẽgth enough to prove a point in quſtiõ vnleſſe 
rhey all conſet about it: Zell. with his Pamphletrer muſt conſequentiy 
aut, that their curſing Trẽt aſſettiõ in this point cãnot be proved by 
Fathers & fo the ſecõd ſtaffe which they have framed thẽſelves to leane 
1 n, is like to that broken ſtaff of reed, Egipt, wbervpom ( ſaith the ſcriptur) 
55 mn leane it wil goe into his hand and pearce = TRE 
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The Conceits off reaſons, urged Liſt againſt us are ouerſights pr oceedirg fro 
darkenes not from- light aud Reaſon. it ſeife diſpelling the 1115Þ of Popiſh pro- 
babiliaes, geveth cleare'T eitimony with the truth of (, Þr1st, 


ne third and laſt obiection, whereuppon the Ieſuit & his {hollar 
| ſtand, is conc eit ofreaſon: devided into five braũches as it were, 
| | or Rivers ifluing from on ſpring. The water whcrot how unlike it is 
to the water of Siloah, and ſavoring of that puddle of which th: Romã 
. deputy Gallo did draw when having undertakẽ to do according to rea 
ſou heſpake prophanely of Religion, and ſuffered one to be wrongſul 
ly vexed for regarding it, as if to doe iuſtice in that caſe were agai - ſte 
| s reaſõ, I leave it to be iudged & conſidered by them who ſaye that our 
; „ reaſon is naturally darke, and lead-th her wiſemen into ſortiſh follies, 
Um. neither can diſcern the things which are of God til it be lightẽed with 
his ſpirite. For although the Papiſts have ſome glimſe of light and ce 
more then the Heathẽs, as the pharefics did whoſe wor s( I am afride) 
they will uſe likewiſe : are wee ao blinde? yet as the pharefies were over 
ſeene fowly in may argumẽts grounded upon reſon, ſo the papiſte may 
bee. And ch 0 

which their puddle-water hath yealded to Bell. ceaſterns in this point 
the bẽames of reaſon lightned from above ſhall open and diſorie; lett 
ſuch as fove not darkenes more thin light bee iudges. For he reaſon 
eth firit thus: The Marriage of the faurhful is a ſgne of Chriſts coniunct- 
tion with the ¶ hurch, as S. Paul teacheth. But that ( oniunctron- is indiſſol 
luble, and canot be looſed, The bande of «Marriage is therefore indiſſoluble too. 
As if a rebell ſnold ſay, The ioyning of the head with the body in man- 
reſembleth the coniunctiom- of 2 with the ¶ aurch ds S. Paul teachth, Bur 
Chriſt and the Church can. never be parted, therefore the head may never bee 
cut from the bod. A happy conclution tor traitors; if it were true. But 
if it be falfe u hete then is Bellarmin reaſonꝰ which wil take · the greater 
overthrow by this becauſe looke ho / Cbriſt is the head of the Church, 
ſemblably rac huſband is the wives head. So that norwithſtading the 
ſimiltud of Chriſts head hip, the joint wherby a traitors heade is knit 
to his body may fecle the axe of iuſtice, as Bell. will grant: the marri- 

age band tiiat coupleth a man to an adulterous wife may be looſed 
the like reaſon, notwithſtanding marriage is a ſigne of Chriſts coniuc 
tion with the Church. And it this fuffice not to make him acknow - 
cg? the looſnes and fondnes of his Sophiſticall ſylogiſme, let him 
oblerve farder that the ſeperation which ſelves allow incaſe of a- 


at they not onely may be overſeene, but are in the reaſones 
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dultery is condemned by it. ForChriſt doth continue with his church 
alu ay, & cheriſheth her tor ever with his ſpirit of comfort, & is ſo farre 
trom diipoylinge her oi her one, wealth, it the had any, that of his 
gittes & graces itil he lcaveth with her. Now the papilts teach that 
a man may lawuiuly with drawe himelf from ever dwellinge with his 
u ile, and iromyealding huſoand . like love & duty to her, yea may ſtill 
witbould her one dowery rom her it the be an adultereſſe. Which 
doctrine how could Bell. cleanſe from ſtaine of errour, i ſome whoore 
ot Rome ſhould touch it with this reaſon,7 he marriage of the faut hhful is 
aſigue ef Christs couiuuctiums wth the Church, as Paul tcache th but ( liist 
Got ſtu aſſiss relive, & enrich the ( husch with his graces : thrrefore must the 
bujband del skull wab his wife & finde her manmenance & wealth. Woulde 
he ſay the Councel ot Trent accuſeth al who make ſuch Jeſuitical ſilo- 
_gilmes & ſophiimes againſt their ſacred canon. Certaineiy the harlots 
reaſon mult be good unleſſe the Ieſuits be naught. But he goeth ou- 
waard and addeth that albeit ſore partes oj the church, te weet the fauth=. 
Ful folke doe commu ſpritual iw horedom- noh and them and make a diu orcem 
ent yet is not lauwſul fur thent to change their od. What a ſpeach is this? As 
who would ſay. our Saviour could deſerve. at our hands that we ſhoul 
forſake him, and get our ſelves a newe bridgrom. Meir her deth God caſt 
them ſor away ( faith Bellarmin) har he wil not be recouciled, nay he deth ex 
hort to recout ilimeit ſtil ſil? To whom then ſware he, they ſhould not enter 
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into his reſtꝰ Wh it were they whoſe carke iſes fel in the wildernes? whẽce 


c me the mã of God who u il. d the that cõn it Idolatrey to be ſlaine? 
h re lived the prophet ho ſaics T Hon deſtreyeſr al them that goe a mhor 
ing from thec: Ihe Hraclits whom God did ſhut out of the promiſede 
1:#de,ot whom he tooke many thouſands away by ſundry plagues, to 
who the lau ſpeake h as be iug under the lawe, did they not profeſſe 
that faith & uſe thoſ Sacramets which al that doe are faithſull folke & 
partes of the Chiæch in Bell. phraſe & meaning ? Igraũt that God of- 
ferech to bete onailed ſome times to ſuch offendors, & waiteth in mer 
cie loug for their amedenzent. Whi: hit it be apattern for us to follow 
herin, I ſay, i it be, for God gave time ofrepetace e, a wilſul mur 
derer, u ho the magiſtrut hold have put to death preſently: God gave 
time of repentã. e to Idolatrous wives of the Iewes, whõ th. ir huſbãds 
ought not to have ſparedſo: it therefore Gods actiõ herein be ſer doũe 
for our imitatiõ, the man that can cõteine, & be without a wife, as god 
without our ſervi e, may like wiſc in m. rcic waite for her repentance & 
v hen he perceiverh it to be be unfaiged, take her againe to be his wife. 
But h. who can not or wil not render ſuch kindnes tor ſuch unkind- 
ues and wickednes , may in juili-e alſoe put her ſoe away that noe 


place or hope of reconcilement bee left her, as Bullirmin ow ne 
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reaſon in this ſimilitude teacheth. For God is not bound to give vn- 


do prophane diſpiſers of his grace & breakers of his covenant place of 
repentace & reconciliation : Nay he may in iuſtice abſolutely denye it 

them, & oftentyms doth as the examples of (aw of Eſan,ofCorah, Dat 

hau and eAbiram, of Nunri, of . Acar,ofeAuanias & Saphira, of infinir 

other, that have either preſently dyed in their ſinnes, or had ſentence 

of death pronounced irrevocably againſt thẽ, doe argue. wherfpr whe 

Bell, cocludeth this reſo with ſayin that S. Auſtn _— it greatly in 

pe bone con. his book of theGood of marriag; liedealeth as Cooks do in larding leane 


Jug cap. 7 15 meate to give that a reliſh which ofit ſelf woul be vnſavoury, Though 


eyẽ for the lard to perhaps it agreeth not half ſo wel herwith,as this I- 
ag. ad Pollen taliã cook would have vs think it doth, For why did notS. Auſtin vrge 
ium. the ſame likewiſe in his bookes of adulterous marriages rittẽ after- 


5b z. cep. 22. Ward & purpoſely maintaining this Point againſt Poletius who gainfa- 


ied him in itꝰ was it becauſe he ſaw that he had vrged it more then it 
would bear welꝰ or that he perceived it wonld not hould againſt an ad 
verſarye: though without an adverſarie it were a pretie allufiõ At leaſt 
vhatſoever mẽ deem of the lard, the meat is naught queſtiòles: & ſuch 
that the cook be cõtẽt to eate the drieſt morſel of it, yet muſt he needs 
graunt that it hath not taſt, not as much as th white of an egg hath. 
For himſelf faith that marriag betokeneth&ſignifieth Chrifts coniũcti 
on with the faithful ſaule, as Thomas & the Pope reach. But Chriſts coniunc 


the thlitd c. 


debitumextra marriage therfor( by his owne conſequẽce) may be diſſolved & looſed. 


dedigamis. And thus farr of his firſt ſophiſme. 


2 The next is that Father age were lawſul,the of prin ſhould be iginri 


ed. for the chilarẽ borne already((aith he)ſhowld be evlll provided for mho ſhould 
begin to have a ſlepfather in ſteed of a father, a 3 in ſteed ef a mother. 
Wher hence the concluſiõ ſecretly inferred, to weet that other matriage 
therfore is not lawfid, would very wel folow if his formoſt ground & pro 
8 werr true, that the childrẽ ſhould be iniured therby. For it is not law 
ful to deale iniuriouſſy with any he that. doth wrong ſhal receive for it, But 
how proveth Bel. that they ſhould be iniuriedꝭ his reaſoenſueth, fr they 
be evil provided ſor, whatꝰtherforꝰ Is God vniuſt thẽ, ho by taking 
me out of this preſet life, doth leave their wives widowes; & their chil- 
dren fatherleſſ: both often deſtitute of help?Godforbid(ſaith the Apoſt 
le)els how ſhall God indg the worldꝰ But the childeren ſnold be endama 
2 therby, & that perhaps wil Bell, ſay was his meã ing. wel, the yſhold 
be endamaged & evil provided for. Ny? Becauſe they ſhold have a ſtep fa- 
ther in ſteed of a — or ſtep-· mother in ſteed of a mother. Then belike the 
braiihes cut the Olvtre Which was wild by naturec+ graffed cotrari to nature 
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i aright olzve treezare evil provided for & endãaged by it, For as when 
a gardenar aſked why the hearbs which he ſet or ſowed doe growe & 
ſhoot up ſo ſſowly, where weeds which the earth brought forth of her 
owne accord encreaſed a pace, Aſop ſaid that it was becauſe the earth 
is the weeds mother, and the hearbs ſteepe- mother: ſo the wild Olive 
tree was the mother that brought forth ſuch brauches: the right Oli 
ve tree whereinto they were graffed, is their ſteſtmother. S, Paul, ho 
thought it better for vs of the Gẽtiles ro be graffed ſo, thẽ to cõtinue 
as we were the chilarẽ of wrath by nature: declareth that a Chriſtiã whoſe 
wife being an infidel, an nnbeſever, forfaketh him, is free to marry an- 
oth.r. Which cõſidering that he had an eie tothe holly ſcede, their offſpr 
ing alſo)what letteth him to have done with this perſwaſion, that the 
children ſhold receive more good & bene fit by a beleeving ſtep-· mo- 
ther then by an ũbeleeviug mother. Doubtleſſe his care of having the 
brought up in godlines, a thing that godly mothers do furder vetye 


muche, and uagodely hinder, is argueat agnement that hee was 


of this minde · And the ſoune of ¶ atehne, whom that adulterous 


wretch his father murdered to compaſſe the more eaſily the liking of a 
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woman whom he luſted after, hath left ſnfficient proofes that ſom ha- 


ving fathersare no better looked to for things of this lite neither, thẽ 


| they ſhould of liklyhood,if in ſtecd therof they had ſtepfathers. Wher 


for ſith experiẽce varifieth the ſame in mEwhich in waeme, that when 
they have made ſhipwracke of their chaſtity , they wil not ſticke at any 
wickednes:the argumẽt that childrẽ ſnold be endamaged & evil provi 
ded for, becauſe in ſteed of adulterours fathers or mothers, they ſhould 


have ſtepfathers. ſtepmothers, chaſt, & honeſt, is worſe provided for by 


Bell. thẽ he thought. But ſuppoſe it were good, & proved that the chil - 
dren ſnould be endamaged how followeth the concluſionꝰ Ihe c hilarẽ 
ſhold be endamaged by marriag another e:therefore the marriage is not lawful? 
ſor by this reaſon a beleeving huſband forſaken by his wife being an 
vnbelever,may not take another if he had children by the former.Nay 
no wite or huſbad having any children may lau fully ever marry again 


either of them after the others death. And in deede by a law that Cha- 5; , quiterors 


rondas made for his Thurian Cityzens,the men who did fo were puni- 


| ſhed, And Aær. Antonius, an Emperour of Rome, becauſe he was loath 
to weddaſtep-motherro his children his wife being dead, kept a con 
cubine. AndS.?erom ſpeaking as theCathariſts did, againſt ſecond ma- 


riage, doth by de teſtation of a ſtepfarher diſſuad awidowe from it. 
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But the Papiſts hold agreeably to Scripture that the man is at liberty 


to marry in the Lord after the womans death, the woman after the 
mans: yea in life tyme alſo, if either of them being an infidel & vnbelce 
ver forſake the other being a Chtiſtiam, And Bel. acknowledgeth that 
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Ji they hold both theſe POYNts, & ought to hold them Bell. ſhall therfor graut 
- Wd oe well to acknowleds that his ſtep-reaſen, which Oppuegneth both * Teſta 
1 dheſe poynts of ſound —— of haereſie, neither maketh - nowl 
j more for him againſt vs, then ior the Cathariſts againſt the Catholi- Whei 
l que Fathers. Wherewith he may confeſſe to that he hath abuſed Am- ' enter 
it broſe in affirming this to behis reaſon: & avOuching him to ay, that | oak 
the Father eing ht to pardo the Mother: fault for the childrens [zke.For S, Amb... of the 


img une blaming the man, u ho puteth away his wife withour 


| cryme,and mar- did b 
it re quaſijurefi Fjerh another, an adultereſſe by ſo marr; ing; miſſyketh that the childrẽ comn 
10 ö uch a ſtepmother having ſuch a mother vnder who they !! gedir 
15 ; might be. And ifthe mother, being put away ſo, took. anotlier 8 

who inthis caſe were an adulterer: S. Aub withcth the children to be Trent 
vuder their father, not vnder ſach x ſtep- father, And if the Fath. r ca- ge ic v 
ſting out his wife ſo, caſt out his childrẽ with her: S Amb. ſaith the chil | p-nrai 
dren thould rather purchaſe pardom for their mothers fault at tha ir ta ſuch, t 
thers hands, then bee caſt out for her ſake. Wherin hee doth no more adulte 
ſaye chat the father ought to pardõ the mothers adultery for the chil- | ting th 
rens ſake;then Abraham ſaid that God ought to torgire the Sodoini. or bcit 
tes abhomination for Lots ſake when he ſaid that th. wicked ſhould point) 
rather be ſpared for the righteous, them the righteous ſhould bec de- | this is 
ſtroied wich the wicked. But here peradventure the Pamphletter wil! iſts &! 
reply that al though Bell. author & argumẽt (as himſelf obſerved, who | aleage 
there vpon cut Bell (horter ) prove not his intent to weete that another guerh; 
marriage is vnlawful yet they prove ſuch marriage to be in convenieur | the Pa 
in reſpect of the childeren, to whom there riſeth hurt & diſcomodity their ( 
by it, For anſiver whervnto & to the like reaſss drau en by him & Vel Cano 
from other incon veniences, 7 things are ro be noted al ſuch as our ad by S. P 
_— * verſaries themſelves muſt f eds yecldto,& yeeldin 8 cherevnto ſhal ſet & mol 
ene deni, On fire their owne chaffe. The firit that the man who: witeis anadul. | feram. 
2 t tereſſe: ma put her abſolutly away,tor al his uftyme: nor is ever boad rectior 
80 let her dactwich him again, no not though th. repent. Which point downe 
being plainly implied in our ſavioursanſwerto the Phariſes,Bel.avou- mes:th 
cheth and maintaineth thence: 2greably to the doctrin ot his chiefeft Herme, 
guids the Pop:s & 7 hom,ot Aquine. The ſecond that if the woman co his me. 
tinue in her wic kednes, wichout repentance & amendemen t, the man nontfſt: 
is by duty bound to put her au/ ay. 5 Mat. roporteth, of the bleſſed vir- doned, 
gin, that when ſhe was found to be with child of the holy G Holt, before her buſ- & ligh 
band foſeph & ſhe cane together, foſeph being 4 wif man rot willing to mahe Arcadlu 
ber a public he example,was minded lo put her array ſecretly. Ofwhich Words ded it t 
impotting that iuſtice moved hin; co put her away, goodu ill to doe it Princil 
ſecretly, it ſeemeth to follow, that ſuch a woman a; Taferl miſdeemed ning ra 
her to be, to weet anadulrereſſe, cãnot be kept without ſinne, whether Chriftia 
the repcntor no. And Cornelius {arſenius a learned bu 
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graunteth herevps, that it was ſo in the old Teſtament. But in the new 
Leſtament, he ſaith, if ſhe tepent ſhe may bee kept with out ſinne: ack- 
4 2owledging that ſhe may not in the new Teſt. ncith er vnle f ſhe repẽt. 
I Where nto the Canoniſts and School:men doe accord; cxpounding a 
ſentence cited by many Fathers our of the Prov. of Salo. He that keeper 
| an aduttereſs:,3s a finle &a Withed maza ſentence ſound in theGrecke text 


did by the Scventie Interpreters, or other, perhaps toſhew that Salo. 
commending a wife, did meane a chaſt wife in their Iudgment, but ad 
ded in the Greeke, & thence rranſiared alſo into the comm Latin edi 
tion called S. Icom. ſoc that it goet for Scripture with Papilts by their 
Irent Cauonzthis ſentence I ſay, & the Canons of the Fathers that vr- 
ge it vndiSinctly againſt whoſoever kepeth an adultereſſe, whether re- 
pentant or vnrepentant, in like forte as the Civill Law condemned all 
ſuch, theCanoniſts & Schoolmẽ diſtinguiſh & expound of ſuch as kepe 
adultereſſes, which doe nor repent & amend their lives. Now graun- 
ting that a man may kepe an adultereſſe in matrimony if thee repent, 
or being divorced trom her, may take her again: yer(which is the third 
point) he may not doe it often leaſt impunitie encreaſc inequitie. And 
1 | thisis 2gred on by the ſame pillars of the Church-of Rome, the Canõ 
iſts & Schoolemen. Hermes out of whom the Mailter of tie ſentences 
aleageth & avoucheth it, meant (as his reaſon brought to prove it ar- 
gueth)that the man may take her ſo againe but once. Which doctcine 
the Papiſts ca make Canonicall if they lit, vnlefle Stapleton lie, ho ſaith 
their Catholique Church at this preſent may add to the Catalogue ot 
CanonicallScriprures that book of Hermes, writtẽ in the poſtels tyme 
by S. Pars ſchollar, not only cited much but commended to by many 
& moſt auncient Fathers, Clemens, Ireneus, Origen, Athanaſius, E ufebuss > 
Feram. At leaſt the chietelt part of the Canon Law compiled by the di- 
rection and ratified by the authority of Pope Gregory the ninth, ſetting 
downe the veric ſame out of a Councel that Peter Lombard out of Her 
mes:the Papiſts though they will not(I trow)be of Sraplerons minde tor 
Hermes booke,yet may think it likly that theCoucel & Pope approved 
his meaning in this point. Chicfly 11th Panormztzr,the flouer of theCa, 


8 | of the Prov. albeit not expreſſd out of the Hebrue Fountaine, but ad 
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doned, becauſe ſiaues unpuniſhed doe beco examples, citeth an excelẽt proot 

& light therofa lawe of ort hy Emperors, Valentinianus, J heodoſtus, & 

Arc adius: who graũting a generall pardon for ſmaler treſpaſſes exten- 

ded it to nõ comirted oftner the oncezaccoatig ſuch vnworthy of their 

Princilictavour,as grew by their former torgivenzfle to a cuſtom of fin 

ning rather the to amendemẽt. But whether 3 u · ill iudge thoſe 
t 


Chriftian Emperours to have bene to ſtrickt, & ſaie that adulterie deſer- 
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nontſts having noted on it that one offending often muſt not he par- i 
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Pa; · 60. Of the laxfullnes of Marriage. 
—— oftener then leſſes faults with them, or whether they thinke it 
ufficient to pardon on ſo great a crime,which the Emprours except- 
auhenr lie by name out of their pardon, & willed it to be putiiſhed cuen t he firſt 
vie Quiavero time : The 4 doe * that a huſband muſt not forgeve it to his 
plucimeollaty wife often, The fourth thing to be noted is, that a woman being put a 
n waye lo, doth looſe her dowry too by lawe. Which punichmẽt as God 
hath threatued by his law to men that goe au horeing frõ him, thogh 
they have not any dowry of their owne neither, but ot his gift: ſo the 
Civil law hath inflicted it on adulterous wives, & the Canon law in loo 
ſer times alſo. The fifth, that many perſons miſtake the help prepared 
of God, and marry or doe worſe: cõſidering that ſome cãot cõteine, 
as Pope Gregory noteth touching men 8, -Ambroſe touching wœmen, 
the ſcripture touching both; ſome, though they could perhaps, yet 
ſho Id hrut their bodies with ſickues, & if they did, as phiſique & phy- 
lolophie teachʒ ſome though neither chaſtity nor health enforce them 
to marrie. yet need it for their ſtate of living, as Dominicus Soto doth 


prove by certaine poore huſband- men & labourers. The ſiæth, that if 
a man die & haue no ſõne, his inheratãte ought to come to his daugh 


ter by the lawe of Moſes & if he have no daughter, it ought to come 


9 to his bretherẽ, & ſo fourth to the next kinſmã of his famely. Vnto 


which ordinance : the liwes of al wel ordred ſtars & comon weals are 


though in certaine circũſtãces defferẽt, yet in ſupſtãce ſutable. The ſea 


venth, that it is ſundry waies incõmodius for a child to beũlawfuly be 


otten(as we tearme it)baſe-borne becauſe both the iguõeny thereof 


is a blemiſh & that blemiſh breedeth baſnes of courge; & baſtards are 
not broght up ſo wel by their Parents as lawful children uſe to be: nei- 


Onrifoſo in ther are they priveleged alike; & peferred to place pf publique govern 


epi ad Hebt 


things being weighed wel (hew that Ill. reaſõcorected by the pãphlet- 
ter needeth a new corèctiõ: & if incõueniẽces might decide our. queſt 


ion which they canot doe for any things are lawful that are not expe dict 
but if they mihht decid it, they would ſwaie with us rather thẽ againſt 


us. For in caſe the man, burning with ieloſie & rage which is unl awe- 


full in this kinde of iniury or the woman bein g (as adultereſſes como- + 
ly are)wicked,1mpius,oncenanght & alwaies naught, hee wil not or 


e. may not keepe or take her againe,the childrẽ miſſing her, are deſtitute 
L.Cenerl Of mother to loołe to their education. 


—— Aud then it were better for them that their Father tooke a ſeconde 


wife to breng the up, as Plato thought, Wherin another mano might 


have the likè ſucceſſe that Poris(a gentlemã of Macedoia) had whoſe 


former wizes childre were brought up as cartuly by their ſtepmother 


ment, or Benefite of inheritãce by law es divine or humaine. And theſe 
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to her lover, as Meſfcalluua 


ther men into 
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ene children were. But if it fall not out with many as Þith hi 
children find more ſharp and hard their fd 1 3 8 
vrho knoweth whetherit may not turne to thir more good. Chief y 
fith the render indulgencẽ ofparents dorh nouriſh wantõ wiked nc 
in the ſonnes of El, ambition in Aaonia, tranſgreſſions in whom rot? 
and moderat ſeverytie would reſtrayne the ſame as one who ſayde hee 
had a cruel ſtepmother & a father, another who found like fault with 
his father & mother, both for feare reſtraing hemſelves from tricks of 
_unthrifts did ſhew by their exãples. Here is a farder help to for the chil 
Arens henefite, that theit father having their mothers whole dowry be 
ſide wWhatſoever the ſecond wife bringeth is able to due more for them 
Wheras contrarywiſe:ifby means —— lire ſingle and unmarrie d 
he be conſtrained to keepe the adultereſſe ſtill or after ſeperation too 
receive her ageine:ſhe is likely to geve her one & her huſbands gods 
did to Sduis or though ſhe take gifts and re- 
wards of him, to waſt al in riot, as the whores of Cattilinis cont. dracie 
did. Moreover a woman that can have no ſonnes, bu daũghters only 
by her huſband, may have ſonnes by another man ,as Hippocrates ſhe * 
eth, Which if the adultereſſe have by her lover the daughters to who 
the in heritance ſhould come are defrauded of it, And it ſhe have but 


daughters or yonger ſonnes by him the baſtards;preſũed to be lawful 


childrẽ. defraud che lau ful childrẽ of ſo much as chẽ ſelves get. ILeC uc 


vſage at their ſtep- mothers hands, 


bit conjut. 
cht. J. 


ko hatcheth her eggs in other birds neſts, & the eggs ſhce findethof 


theirs, ſuæ devowrerh,as Ariſt. writeth: ot, as Pline ſayth the birds that 


fitteth abroade vpon her ow ne eggs & the Cuckows when both theire 


yong are bred vp, liketh the Cuckows bird better chen ther one, and 
fuffereth them to be devoured of him in her owneſighr, A tearme in 
reproch drawne in many languages from the Cuckows name to no- 
te their calamity, or (if they ſuffer it wil lingly)diſnoueſty who receive o 
* dds & foſter vp their children, may bee a ſuffii- 
cient leſon for a father what confort & benefit his childrẽ are to looke 
fork ing mother to feede & overſee them. Beſide to omitt 


for by having ſuch a | | 
ts rangi, tr tar dy,where by his children alſo may bee diſconragcd 


veſtigſ ia vir* 
alien i Collaci 
ne in ledto 
ſunt tuo Liv 
lib.2 


— himſelfe ſhal be counted a bawd vnto his wife, & muſt (by a . 


= Canon of the C. of Nantes) doe ſeaven years dublique penance, & bee 


E al that while from the cõmunion, yea want the conſort ther- 
pd earns oh too, (by another Co.)it he be of the Clargi. And 
how can hoe chooſe bur live ſtill in feare & anguiſh of minde, Icaſt hee 
add drunckenneſſe to thirſt. & murder to adultery I meane leaſti ſhoe 
ſtrec him as Aytemneſtra did . Agamemnon, as Lita did Druſus as Mr, 
Arden did her huihandꝰor if to ayoyd theſe grifes of ſhame & daiin. 
ger he put her quite away and reſolve never too come againe in honſe 
Inh her ihe may incurre as. great daunger or — both. nay gra 


— mi $ ter, 
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Tag. 74. Of the laufulnes auge 

ter, on the other ſide, by lack of aneceſſary help for his living or by 

w of body ſubiect to — ſickneſles or by l 
iaming burnig him without remedy,or forcing him to dannable re- 
medies of whors or worſe, Further more his ite, the adulterous mo- 
ther, may be the boulder to ſinne, & to returne as the dog to his vomitt, 
& the ſow waſhed to wallowing in the myer, if ſnee know her huſband canot 


wat a wife, & muſt have her or none,wbich perhaps moved that Gent 


lewoman of Rome to be the more licentious, whom her huſband 
found plaing the inceſtuons whore with their ſonne in law: after that 
the had her huſband bound by oth that ke would never ſeperate & di 


vorce her frd hĩ, for tobe free to marry another, And why may not ſhe 
an, ry b y 


live too in pertuall heavineſle & frare, leaſt her huſband being chayn- 
ed with ſuch neceſſitie ſhould ſceke to get himſelflibetty of martying 


by making her. away: There was a certayne Spãjard, whoſe wife drive. 


out by him for her adultery & eftſons reconciled, was when ſhte offen 
ded againe, divorced from him by an Eccleſiaſtical Iudge, at his ſuite, 
& ſhutt into a monaſtery. The huſband ſaying after ward that he loved 
her, & that he a greed for fear to the divorcemẽt, deſird that he might 
be recõciled to her, & ſhe reſtored to him, according tothe Civill La 
2varus(as famous a man forſikil in canon law, among the Papiſts, ac 
Bell. for Divinity (being aſked his indgmet what ſnould be done herin 
made anſwer, that the wife di: orced in ſuch ſort, is not bonnd to retur 


ne againe unto her huſband, & that the huſbãds ſpeech of his affecti- 


on muſt not be eaſily beleeved, becauſe he may fayne it to theintent to 
allure her ther by to dwell with him, that hee may ſlea or poyſen her, 
through deſire of marrying. another wite,afterher death; Of which 
thing(ſaith Navarus)there may ſuſpicion & conicture riſe of the circũ 
ſtances of her offẽce; & his ſuite: chiefſy in a man of theSpaniſh natiõ, 
which is more inclined to bear ſmal love to their wivs yea being chaſt 


then to be reconciled to then being adultereſſes, ſpecially after the firſt 
tyme. Now though Spanjards chiefly be prone to worke ſuch feats of 


ayir gor poyſoning, as this man who knew thẽ(himſelf a Sparyard) 
witaefethoyer an bln Marquis who put to death his wife taken in 
adultery & married another declareth that not only Spanjards wil ad 


venture to make their wives away, if finding then vnchaſt , they muſt. 


have ſome & would have beter. Finally ifthe wife not able to have any 
children by her huſband, have ſome by an adulterer for this may co- 
me to paſſe alſo) the bretheren, or the next of kinne tothe huſband, 


ſhal looſe his inheritance: & that which they ought to enioy by right . 


the adulterous ſeede will intercept & purloine, I let paſſe the pub 
harmes and diſcommoditis which by ſuch iniquities of private per- 
ſons were likely to a crrew to the common weale. 


Theſe that I have touched ſuffice to overweigh-onr adverſaries rea 0 


ſon drawcn from incouveuiences. For if Lſhould tandonthecildren 
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Upon, a liWyfulP. Divorce, Pg. 
lone, even thoſe alreadie borne whom Bell. expreſſely mentioneth & 
mameth: the hard nes of a ſtepfather or ſtepmother lighting on the by 
the ſecond marriage, cannot counterpeiſe the loſſe in educatiõ, wealth, 
inheritance, honour, which an adulterous parent bringeth, Beſide that 
the children to be borne afteward (as Bell. by naming thoſe already 
borne ſeemeth ro confeſſe) ſhould be evil provide for: whoſe baſe nes 

of birth and diſcommodities following it Proceeded from reſtraint of 
maring again after divorcemet for adultery. Wherfore it we put with 
all in our ballance the detriments & harmes , that grow to the father, 
the mother, the brethren and kinſmen of the father I might ſay to the 
common weale too: the balance of our adverſaries wilbe tilte rf vp foe 
high by the weight of ours, as if it were lighter then vanity it ſelſe. 

And thus by the way of weaknes of Bell.thurd & fourth reaſons is de 
{cryed & daunted. Ihe third that if the marriage wee treat of were lavful,a 
gapp would be opened to infinit divorcemets,yea wrongful & viſt. The fourth 
that if the innocent party may marry the nocent alſo may,who them ſhould game b 
by his ſinne, & many Would ſinne o purpoſe that they might marry others. For i platir abe 
as one of the wiſeſt, and beſt learned opes Pius the : ſaid, that marriage un hd 2 
was taken away from Prieſts för great cauſe, but ought to be reſtored to them Z : 

eater: lo may a iuditious & diſcrete Papiſt ſuppoſing theſe reaſons of 
Bell. to be ſound, ſay that marriage after devorcemẽt tor adulterie was 
takeaway from men vppon many & good confiderations: but onght 
ro be reſtored vnto them _ vpon more & better. Howbeir I muſt 
add thervnto that al though his reaſons be confuted ſufficiently wit 
this ſuppoſall,lett them be tried alſo by the rules ofreaſon,& it wil ap 
peare they are a great deale ſounder in thew then in decde.For tho di- 
yorcement of an adultereſſe from her husband is puniſhment of her 
ſinn-as hanging with vs is a puniſhmẽt of theeves,of cutpurſes, & bur 
ning through the eare of rogues. So that Bell. reaſon concluding the 
marriage in queſtion to be vnlawful, becanſe a gap would be opened 
to infinite divorcemẽts, is likeas if a libertine or vagabond ſhould ſay, 
that it is vnlau/ ful for Judges to do iuſtice on rogues, theeves, & cut- 

— there would be opened a gap to infinitie hangings, & 3 Innocent 

urnings through theeares, But ſome meu(ſayth Bell.) would ſowe de quatt ine. 

bates, pick quarels, deviſe faulſe accuſations againſt their wives being 3c dnxert.. 
innocent: & ſo a gap would be opened to wrongfull divorcemẽts, not Hoſtiens ſum 
to divorcements only. What? muſt no offen dor, no traytour, no blaſ- d. f. 
phemer then bee put to death becauſe many thouſands of innocent 
perſor;s, yea innocẽcie it ſelf, have bene accuſed falſely, & putt to death 
wrongfullic? Or if Bellar. graunt, that al though ſome ſitting to iudge 

| according to the law, doc manifeſt wrong to guilrlefle men againſt 

| law, yet muſt wicked miſcreants bee exequted by the Magiſtrate 

＋ beareth not the ſworde in vaine: hee graunteth it is cavilling cap- 
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S47.56, Of the Lewfullves of Marriage | | 
tiouſnes &ſophiſtrie to cõclud that mẽ divorced lawfulle maynot mar 
ry becauſe ſome would therior de divorced valawtully:the greater was 
his fault to ſay that this reaſon is touched by, S. Ierom: u hoſe overſight 
he (hould have done better to acknowledg & freindly to excuſe it by 
his haſte in writing; for haſte is unaduiſed & blmde(as on aid wel) thẽ by 
his name to couutenance ſo weakea reaſon in it ſelf, ſo daungerous in 
cõſequence, which overtroveth all adminiſtring of fuctite & iudgmẽt. 
And ſith himſelf teacheth aginſt S. Ieroms iudgment that a man whoſe 
wife entiſeth him to hereſiè, or to wicked deedes, may be divorced tro 
her, becauſe although the wemans chaſtitie ſhould come thereby into 
hazard, yet leſſe is the perill & hurt of her adulterie then of his wicked- 
nes or herẽſie, & the churche provideth rather for the innocent partie, 
then for the nocent: he might witha litle indifferencie & equitie of an 
vnpartial eye have ſeene that the church ſhouldby the fame reaſon al- 
lowe the innoeent to marrie: at leaſt that S. eroms creditt cannot preiu 
dice vs more in the one point the him in the other. True is that (I can- 
not denie)which he addeth true, moſt true & certaine, that thes offen- 
do urs ſhould gaine by their ſintie, if they might alſo marric, as well as 
Commodum the innocẽt. They ſhould gaine in deede. But as Dan ſaid vnto Nabuch. 
ex pcccaroſuo the dreame be to them that hate the & the iuterpretat ion therof to thine enemies- 
In like ſort may Iſay, this gaine be to the enemies of God & his Church. For 
aduleerers & aldultereſſes doe gaine, ſirſt, diſnoneſty, defiling their bo- 
dies & ſoules with an heynous & deteſtable crime. Ihen hardely ſcape 
they, but they gainebeggary tothe mã if he be a ir rn, wan 6 
ail commonly as the prodigal child did;the woman loſing her dowry. 
Befide they gaine infamy ; a gaine of greater value them beggarry by 
much: or a good name is to be cheſen above great ric hes. Laſt of al they gaine 
the heavi * wrath of God, & his iuſt vengenance: tney loſe the inhertãce 
ot the kiugdõ of Heaven, & purchaſe to themſelves the chaines of dar- 
knes for ever Lucretia a matrone of Rome in tyme of paganiſme, ha- 
ving ſuffered violence of Sixeus Tarquinius, when her huſbad being ſent 
for to come vnto her 9 did aſke her /s al wellꝰ No quoth the;for what is 


well wit h a waman, her Chaftuty being loſtpꝰyet ſhe if better iudgemẽt might | 


have prevail-d with her, had not loſther chaſtity: her body being only 
defiled by force, her mind vndefiled. But now a Chriſtian man, if yet a 
| Chriſtian;ſure a Ieſuit, the chicſeſt inſtructer of the youth of Rome and 
tLucreria vo of the Romaniſts through al Chriſtendõ, doth mainteyn in print that 
Tian ler Lucretia, not ſhe I ſpake of hut ſuch a Lucreriaas the popes daughter | 
dritijii tvon- Was having Joft not onely chaſtety but alſo wealth, good name Gbds 
aus. favor. the promiſe both ofthis life & the life to come yet if being put 
away from her huſband ſhe may take another, hath gained by het loſ- - 
ſes, be. auſc ſhe may be married toher T arquimus,& match a graceleſſe 
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JF Upon. alf Diverce, ' Pagbg- 
A s for the laſt of Beil. points of inconvenience that many. would 
cõmit adulterie of purpoſe to the intent of being ſet free frõ theit for 
mer wies, they might marie others: it may be ſome would, & I have 
read ofa woman that had a deſire to be beaten of her huſband : which 
ſhe fouud means alſo(as ſhe was wittie)to obtein, in ſo much that ſhee, 
put it oft in practiſe, til having cruely beatẽ her at length he killed her 
| The man who of purpoſe to getanew wife would cowmit adulterie, 


{hould deſſire more {trips then that woman meant, & die a death in 
frnitely more grevous then ſhe did. Bur if as wiſe almoſt as ſhe was 515% mund 
| ſhould long after ſcourges: muſt they who deſcry by lawe to be whip commeutar 
ped be denied it, becauſe a foole deſired it without deſert? The Rom 1m Muke 
aius had an auncient law that whoſoever did a man iniury, fnould by 
way of puniſhmẽt paie a bout ſhilling. There was a lewd loſel;a yõthly 
harebrined Ruffian, who having wealth enough at wil & taking a de- 
fire in giving honeſt men boxes on the eares, would walke up & down - 
with a purſe full of thillings,which his ſlave attẽding an him did carry 
& giving on a boxe would bid his flave geve him a ſnillinge, another 
boxe & a ſhilling. What was in this caſe to be done for remedyꝰ H Bell. 
had lived there & bene of the counſaile to the ſtate, wee ſee the adviſe 
he would gere: namly that the amercimẽt ſhold be rake away becauſe 
ſome would doe men iniurie of pupoſe to fulfil their luſts with paing 
of a ſnillingor two. But the Romaine governourst oke cõtrary order, 
to encreaſe the amercement, according to he diſcretion & arbitrem- 
ent of ludges: that evel deſpoſed perſons might be deterred from trel 
paſſing by ſharpnes of the puniſfment to be inflicted on them for it, 
Whoſe wiſdome therein it is to be wiſhed that Prinees & Rulers remẽ 
berin gthem ſelves to be ordained as David berymesto deſtroy all the wic 
ked of the Lande. would follow by encreaſing the puniſnment of adulte 
rie: And then ſhould Bell. mouth be the ſooner ſtopped for his fourth aapotoger - 
reaſon, Which yet in the mean while doth no better prove that fafth- cue 
full haſbands ſcpcrated from adulterous wives may not matry again, Max ib. 2. 
then uſerers & extorcionars procuring wealth by wicked &ungodly.. 
means doe prove that hoiieſt men may not enioy the goods which by 
laufull trades & vertuous induſtrie they get. 
The fifth & laſt is, that even among the Heathen too, where | 
orders flouriſhed, no divorces were made. For-no bill of drvorcement * 
Was Written at Rome , ſor the ſpace almoſt of ſix hundred yeares after the City 
was buylt:hut terwerd, good orders beemg overthrowen,asvorces alſoe were 
 brong,.2t in With other vices. And this reaſon Bellarmim doth lard after his 
manner with Tertullians name, to ſeafon it thereby & give it ſome ver- 
dure, But it is ſuch caraine that the lard is loſt , & all the cookery caſt 
| away. For the firſt divorcewhich was made at Roe, was of a chaſt wife 


— 


put away by her huſbãd becauſe ſu was barin, & — bear him — 
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11 — Telfes en, 
Fenn 6. drẽ. Now to ſeperate huſbãds & wives for ſuch cauſes( we graũt)it is f 
1 q law ful:our Savior allowing it for whordõ only; The example therefore 
| mimme nera of the wel ordared Romas is. in vain aleaged out of Terrul. againſt us. 
"e But neither was there any divorce for adultery made above foo years 
among the, wil Bell. perhaps ſay. I — I wil help with a ſtroger 
argumẽt: that amongithe Cains (a ſtate wel ordered too) oo years did 
| paſſe befor any divorcemet was made for aduitery, For (as Plutarch. 
= | writeth) there was no adultry comited by the ſpace of ſoe mauy yeares 
1 among thẽ. But among the R6ans (wil Bel. perhaps reply) it is likely 
that ſome was cõmitted within 500 years. True. But the huſband then 
+ | might put his wife to death (being convicted firſt ofadultery) without 
* al publique iudgmẽt. So that if Bell. words have any force, this is theire 
c. Among the heathen Romãs while good orders floriſned, the wo- 
mã that cõmitted adultery ſuffered death: afterward good orders be- 
ing overthrowẽ, ſhe was divorced onely. But whether thee were put a- 
* way by death or by divorcemẽt, the man might marry again. Wher- 
foore the exãple of the heathẽ Romãs, both wel & evel ordered, fight 
againſt the popiſh Romãs, & their Chãpion, Hereto the example of all 
other heathens, whoſe orders were but ſo good that they allowed ſe- 
ö cond marriage, may be adioyned, Which Ido not ſo much affirme on 
| £069 de ce Myne owne knowledge( though for ought that I have read & rember 
Adu nuptys it is true( as on Bell. ſecret cõfefſiõ & ſilence a ma of greater reading, & 
| derepudy, having uſed many mens pains in ſearch oftheſe things. Beſide, wen 
3 * chriſtia faith came — heathens the Emperours did puniſh ad 
| ultery firſt by death. ard 7«ſtmiaz. mittigating that lawe did pũ- 
ich it by divorcement, But in both theſe caſes the man being ſevered 
from his adulterous wife is free to marry againe. Bellarmins(peech ther 
H fore touching wel ordered heathens came in evil ſeaſon, to raiſe both 
1 them & others yea Chriſtiãs too, againſt him. So his laſt reaſon, nay his 
reaſonsall are growen · to worſe plight, then were the ſeaven later kyne 
c in Pharaosdream,the ſeauen poore, evil favored & lean fleſhede kyne, 
1 that devowred the the ſeavẽ former fart well favoured & therby ſaver | 
| their life. For the thin carkeiſs dreamed of by Bellarminhave nc: |} 
fl ſtrength enough to overmaiſter & eat up theſounde bodies of reaſons | 
I ſtanding ther againſt,but gaſping after them in vaine they dye with fa 
min. And thus having proved that neither light of reſon, nor conſent 
of Fathers, nor authority of Scripture diſproveth our aſſertiõ. | 
, I cõclude that the point demoſtrated at firſt by the word | 
2 of truth: the doctrine of Chriſt, That a man- hæumg Nö 
| rung his wife for her adultery may lavwfully | 
| -marry another. g 
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